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FOREWORD 

The Kdvyaprakasa of Mammata, an epoch-making treatise on 
Sanskrit Poetics, does not require any introduction. But the commen¬ 
tary we are presenting to our readers was so long known by name only 
to students of Alankara literature. Chronologically it is the third oldest 
commentary on the Kdvyaprakasa. So we owe a few words to our 
readers by way of introducing this commentary. 

It will not be out of place here to refer to the issues connected 
with the study of the Kdvyaprakasa which will enable us to under¬ 
stand and appreciate the value and importance of the commentary. 
The main issues raised in this connexion centre round the questions 
of authorship, age, identity of the author and such other topics some 
of which are not still beyond dispute. There was a time when a 
scholar like Aufrecht did not hesitate to contend that originally the 
name of the author of the Kdvyaprakasa was Mahimabhatta and 
Mammata was after all a corrupt version of the original name. Weber 
and Hall thought it worthwhile to hold the view that Mammata was 
the maternal uncle of the author of the Natsadhiyacanta and it may be 
mentioned m this connexion that the tradition current among: 
the indigenous Sanskrit scholars supports the same. It was also 
believed by some scholars that Mammata had criticized Ruyyaka 
in several places of his work and that eminent commentators like 
Paramananda Cakravartin and Nagojlbhatta may be held responsible 
for creating such an impression in the minds of those scholars. 
Fortunately, however, all these issues are now settled beyond doubt. 
But there is a number of ether questions regarding which scholars 
still differ among themselves. For instance, the account of Mammata’s 
identity given by Bhimasena in his commentary Sudhasdgara alias 
Sttbodhtm gives rise to a controversy and that also not without cogent 
grounds. The question of authorship also raises the controversial 
issues noted below : 

(1) Whether Bharata, the celebrated author of the Natyasdstra 
wrote the kdnkds and Mammata composed the vrtti only, 
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(u) Whether the whole work, 1. e , the pottions, hartk~ anu 
vittu goes to the credit of Mammata, j 

(m) Whether Mammata wrote the; k'ltikls onh and the v*tu 
was written by a different person, and 

(iv) Whether Mammata composed^ the work up to a certain 
portion and somebody else took up the cask oi completing it by 
supplementing both kanka and v/Ui 

Baladeva Vidyabhusana, the author of the Sahityakanmudi is 
perhaps the originator of the theory that Bharata is the author of the 
kankd-porxxons of the Kdvyaprakdsa and this theory has found its 
adherent m Jayarama. It is really very interesting to note that 
Mahesvara, a commetator belonging to the 17th century also upholds 
the theory* The commentator Vaidyanacha, however, points out the 
hollowness of this view and scholars now have no hesitation to accept 
Vaidyanatha’s contention. 

The remaining issues, however, still remain unsolved Vaidyanatha 
thiows some hint to the effect that Mammata is the author of both 
the kanka and V/tti portions of the Kdvyaprakdsa . A galaxy of 
commentators including Mamkyacandra, Jayantabhatta, Jayaratha, 
Sarasvatinttha and Somesvara do not appear to recognize the kanka 
and the vrtti as separate works written by different authors* Hema- 
candra, Vidyanatha, Appayya Dlksita and Jagannatha ascribe the 
kdnkds to Mammata in no uncertain terms. It is worthy of notice, 
however, that H. R. Divekar contends that the two portions are not 
the work of an identical author and that the whole of the vrtti was 
composed by Alaka 

Rajanaka Ananda in his Kavyaprakasamdatsana, otherwise named 
Sitikanthavibodhana , contends thac Mammata wrote the book only up 
to the figure of speech, Parikara (Pankara-alafakdra) and the rest was 
completed by some ocher writer named Alata. This gives rise to the 
fourth issue and that issue again is complicated when Arjunavarmadeva 
in his Amarusataka-rasika-saapvam hints not only at the dual 
authorship of the Kdvyaprakdsa but also names Alaka as the co-author 
of the work. 
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The name and identity of the co-author again is shrouded in 
mystery. What is the correct version of his name ? Is it Alaka, 
Alata or Allata ? Is this Alaka identical with Rajanaka Alaka, who 
is referred to by Ratnakantha as a commentator on the work of 
Ruyyaka ? Can we identify this Alaka with the commentator Alaka 
who wrote his commetary Vtsamapadoddyota on Ratnakara’s 
voluminous poem Haravtjaya where he is described as the son of 
Rajanaka Jayanaka ? Can we identify him with Alakadatta referred 
to by Jonaraja or with Alaka mentioned by Mankha in his Srlkantha - 
cant a ? 

Now a few words about the commentary. The discovery of manus¬ 
cripts of this commentary must go to the credit of the present editor. 
The commentary which almost came to be forgotton in recent times was 
once very much known to the early commentators Eminent commen¬ 
tators like Candidasa, Visvanatha and Srlvidya Cakravartin appear to 
follow Sridhara on several occasions. They refer to Srldhara as a 
‘sandht-vigrahikak The importance of this commentary may be 
realized from the fact that though Candidasa and Srfvidya Cakravartin 
have criticized Sridhara in strongest terms yet they have found it 
difficult to controvert his conclusions. 

The present commentary Kdvyafrakasavtveka has a number of use¬ 
ful aspects which are not to be found in any other commentary 
available to us. It gives us not only some very important data 
fot settling some of the issues mentioned above but also gives us a few 
valuable references to the source-books of the treatise. It explains the 
work in its historical setting which is a feature peculiar to this 
commentary alone Another special intetest of this commentary is 
that it preserves some exceptionally valuable quotations. Thus we 
have quotations from the Kavyakautuka of Bhatta Tauta and the 
Bhdmahavwarana of Udbhata which seem to have been lost to us 
Then, again, it gives us a passage from the Natyasastra of Bharata 
which is not found m the printed text of the work. There are again 
a few quotations which give us dependable readings of the 
defective passages m the Sankeu of Rucaka. It also gives us better 
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readings for some dubious passages in ' the Dhvanydlokalocana 
of Abhinava, Vakroktipvtta of Kuntaka and the Vyaktwweka 
of Mahimabhatta* While quoting verses from some well-known 
classics like the Ragbuvarhsa , Malatimadhava , Ratndvall and 
Vemsarhbdra Srldhara sometimes gives us variants which appear to us 
to be definite improvements on the readings in the current editions 
of those works* 

In the end I must express my deep gratitude to the veteran 
editor at whose feet I had the rare privilege of studying Alankara 
literature more than three decades ao;o. He has to his credit a record 

Lj 

of editing several works on Sanskrit Poetics and I have reasons to 
believe that this work under his able editorship will lend lustre to 
his past record. Sri Dinesh Chandra Sastrl of our Publication Depart¬ 
ment also deserves our thanks for the useful service rendered by him 
in seeing the work through the press. 

Gaurinath Sastri 

General Editor 



PREFACE 


This is the first volume of the Kavyaprakasa edited with a hither¬ 
to unknown commentary, the Kdvyaprakdsavtveka by Srldhara. This 
commentary, which is a valuable one, especially for its assiduous care 
in maintaining the glory of the epoch-making Kavyaprakasa by way 
of preserving the text, of referring to its traditional ground-work as 
well as by its distinctiveness of presentation is, in the present state of 
our knowledge, the third oldest available in point of time, the first and 
the second being the smaller Sanketa by Rucaka and the bigger Sanketa 
by Mamkyacandra respectively. While in search of mss for Candi- 
dasa’s Kavyaprakasadipika in 1924,1 happened to light upon a ms. 
of the work in the mss. collection of the Asiatic Society, Calcutta 
and prepared forthwith a transcript copy thereof. It has been of 
help to me in my edition of the Sanketa of Rucaka and of the 
Kavyaprakasadipika, especially the former and has been utilised by me 
in several papers on the Alankara-Sastra for the last thirty years. 
One of my pupils Dr Prakas Chandra Lahin, made a good use of 
it for his Doctorate thesis. I have been keen all along in getting it 
published but opportunities were late in coming. 

Seven years ago at the instance of Dr Suniti Kumar Chatterjee, 
the then President, the Asiatic Society, Calcutta, announced the 
undertaking of a critical edition of this woik under my editorship. 
Prof S. K. Sarasvati, an ex-pupil of mine, the then Librarian of the 
Society, obliged me in utilising the setvtces of Pandit K. Sankara 
Sarma Sastri, an assistant there, now employed as an Assistant in the 
National Library, Calcutta for helping me to collate the two mss. 
which are the only mss. now available and comparing them with my 
copy so that a press copy may be teady. That announcement is still 
there. 

Only last year when I was appointed in the Research Department 
of the Sanskrit College, Calcutta, the Principal Dr Gaurmath Sastri, 
D.Litt., a distingushed ex-pupil of mine and the Philological Secretary 
of the Asiatic Society, requested me to undertake the publication of 
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there was no knowing when the Asiatic Society would be able to do it. 
I readily acceded to his request and the work was undeitaken in right 
earnest in June 1958 as soon as a new press-copy was ready. I cannot 
adequately thank the Board of bditors of the Series and particulatly 
the Principal, who, in the midst of his multifarious activities, with 
his characteristic enthusiasm and his genuine interest in the wotk, has 
managed all along to look over the final proof of each one of the 
forms as it has been printed To Pandit Siddheswar Njaja-Sankhya- 
Vedanta-Kavya-Vyakaranatlrtha, who has been my stipendiary Research 
scholar in that Department, and to Pandit Namgopal Kavya-Vyakarana- 
Tarkatlrtha, who between them have prepared the press copy, and to 
the Pandits—Dmesh Chandra Shastri, Tarka-Vedantatutha, and Jaga- 
dish Chandra Tarkatirtha—of the Publication Department, who have 
rendered substantial help in looking over the proofs, my heartfelt 
thanks are due To Pandit Ananta Kumar Nyaya-Taikatlttha, 
Professor of Indian Philosophy, Post-Graduate Research Department 
of this College, I owe a few suggestions for testing what appeared to 
be corrupt readings in the second ullasa . 

In the course of the printing of the work, the dubious portions m 
the commentary (of which the original copy was prepared long ago) 
had to be re-examined. The Asiatic Society authorities, especially its 
present Librarian Sri Sivadas Chaudhun. B A. and his Assistant in 
the Sanskut section Sri Girijabhusan Bhattacharyya, B. A. provided 
all facilities, whenever we have called on them. 

The difficulties in the way of having a learned and technical 
Sanskut text couectly printed are many and I am in no way well-up 
in proof reading. I can only crave for the indulgence of the scholaily 
world m their overlooking the typographical eriors which may have 
crept in and which, it is hoped, are minor ones. It is confidently 
hoped that the remaining portion of the work will be out by the 
end of this year. 

1 

The 25th January, 1959. 


Sivaprasad Bhattacharyya 
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INTRODUCTION 


A . Manuscript Material 

The present edition is based on two mss. o£ Srldhara’s commen¬ 
tary, marked here as f ka* and ‘kha\ both of which are deposited m 
the Library o£ the Asiatic Society, Calcutta. They are described 
below — 

ms *ka’— 

i No in the collection—III. C 116 (Society collection) marked 
with the seal o£ Fort William, Calcutta and inscribed as 
mss. 650, College of Fort William, 1825. (It is enlisted 
as no 14 of the Alankara mss . in the Sucipustaka , 
published in 1838, Calcutta). 

2. Material—old country-made paper 

3. Extent—Folio 221. (actually 219—as £ol 87 is followed in 
the mss. by folio 89, and folio. 21 x is followed by fol. 213). 
It is a complete ms. except that folios 16-19 are missin g- 
It has not been possible to restore the missing portion, as all 
attempts in securing a third ms. have been of little avail. 
The only library ftotn which it was expected, 1 e., the Darbar 
Library in Nepal, it is reported, has no copy of this work. 
Prof. S. K. Sarasvati, who headed a delegation to Kata- 
mundu from the Asiatic Society, Calcutta, in the autumn 
of 1956 (Oct.-Nov.), could not find it as is inferred 
from his Report on the mss. examined, which are about 
seven hundred in number. 

4. Script—Dcvanagri. 

5. Measurement— 12 J 4 " x 3 " 

6. Lines to a page—7 (in folio 1-134) an ^ 8 thereafter. 

7. Letters to aline—56 to 58. 

8. Date—marked as Saihvat 1578 i.e. 1322 A.D. The 111s. is a 
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where lacunae are noted showing that the original copy 
was torn or worm-eaten. The appearence is oldish and 
the last folio is brown and discoloured. 

9. Remarks—Though clear and legible throughout, it is not 
entirely correct. Scribal errors, which include spelling 
mistakes, confusion of letters. (e,g. ‘5t’ and and leaving out 
of two or more syllables are not lacking. There are 1 occasional 
omissions due to oversight, sometimes extending to seven or 
eight lines in print, as is evident from the other ms. It is 
the handicraft of two scribes. Folio 135 to the end are 
distinctly in a different hand. 

10 Colophon —eglW I 

1 a.yer gjft g. swift srftqrcrc 

1 fwrfqwcgqwTT^' 1 1 

SFggqft «fpRFI qtriT' §# gtffaT ^ 

^qwTtfsrg: Efif. 1 i^sr: g €tsfq nftw srrc# wi 

fswrewgs.wt fgsrrwft u 

The lacunae in the colophon portion or rather in folio marked 
221, show that mss. of the commentary, which had not 
ceased to attract discriminating scholars, were becoming rare 
at the time, the work being ousted by more modern 
commentaries, which presumbly, as is the history in such cases, 
appropriated everything that was worth accepting. Occasional 
interchanges of 3 and ¥f, and Tf, g and t!j, * and s?, R and 
af, *!T and sj, f and i" 3 would go to indicate that this ms. 
had a ms. written in Bengali script as its source. 



I e. g. folio nib c!f *r ^rs^T"***ggT 

^ • , f. 153a 35ft soprani ^TRlflRTTn ••• ; folio 171a 

STSW: , folio 


sj*n rWt gw ^nrrwfq 1 trg ‘ 

21 ib smfo... 

2 e. g. fol. 66a g^<WTsqgR(tf|W|t?[ff 
fan (which should be : ) rRRr^T, f. 90b 

; f. 130b g iggsRl; fol. 155a 

sqf 5 f%% I 


ST , fol. 77a 
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Ms *kha* 

i No. in the collection—4738-4739. (Govt. Collection), 
described m H. P Sastr/s Des. Cat no 4822 (vol. VI p. 405) 
Ms no 4738 contains one leaf only, the last one (folio 117) 
discoveted earlier (18^7) Ms. no 4739 found next year 
contains the remaining ones that preceded it. Thus one 
ms is numbaed as two mss in the collection. We read m 
Sastn s Report—‘The last leaf has been catalogued as a 
separate ms. to perpetuate the memory of the curious way 
in which the mss. came to me tn two different times/ (p. 22., 
Report cn the Search fot Sanskrit mss. 1895-1900). The 
search patty was led by the late Pt. Vinode Vihari Kavyatir- 
tha (Vidyavinoda) of Bhatpara, 24-Parganas who was a 
distant relation of the present editor, to whom a vivid 
description of how the ms. was procured was told out by the 
Pandit himself sometime after the editor’s own copy was 
prepared. 

2. Material—Palm-leaf now almost fragile. 

3. Extent—in 116 folio. Incomplete (containing the 6th to the 

10th ullasas) Folio missing—24, 32, 34, 44, 47, 48, 50, 
54, 56, 59, 63, 65, 69, 87, 88, 93, 95, 100 and 114 
(Total 19 leaves). Two leaves are marked 61. Actually 
the mss contains 97-4-1 or 98 leaves. It begins thus: — 
^*RWH \ ^ 3 T 7 thus leaving out 

about four lines in the begining of ullasa VI. The two mss. 
together end with the end of the work 

4. Script—Maithili of the 14th century (H. P. Sastn) According 
to the printed label pasted on it at the instance of Prof S. K. 
Sarasvati, the Librarian, the script is old Bengali. 

5. Measurement— 12 l /z” x 2". 

6. Lines to a page—7 lines. 

7. Letters to a line—56 to 60. 

8. Date and appearance—Lak. Sam. 219. (or 1410 A.D.) Old 
and discolouted. 
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9. Remarks—Clear and legible to the eye except where it is 
discoloured* It is on the whole more correct than ms. *ka 5 
and gives better readings. Scribal errors occur here and there. 
Had it not been for accidental long omissions 3 and the missing 
leaves, it would have been of considerable help in restoring 
the text in the latter half of the work. This ms also is in 
the hand-writing of two scribes The latter half of the ms. 
(from folio 58 to the end) is in the hands of the second scribe. 
As Vidyapati Thakkura must have got the whole commentary 
transcribed, our ms. which is obviously a transcript from an 
older one, is only a part of the work done for him. 

10 Colophon—I 

sfag# ^rl Tfomf) s tow ff- 

i%f%§TT f^rcwrr 1 snr ^ * 1 $Tra^ ^ <> | 

%rlT f^ret I qi % || 

It would appear that Vidyapati was a prominent practising active 
teacher of (kavya and) alankara at that time. The epithet saprakrtya is 
found used in connection with official dignitaries in inscriptions. The 
scribes Devasarman and Prabhakara, from the way of their naming pre¬ 
served according to the mode of the traditional kiilapanjh in Mithila 
called fanjiprabandkas (which had then been very much in vogue) 
were respectively of the miila 4 (the place from which the family traces 
its eminence) Khoyala and Valiyasa. To the former belonged the 
well-known Rucipati Upadhyaya, who commented on the Anargbara- 

3 which arc noted in this edition This portion will be in Vol. II. 

Some prominent omissions are coires- 

ponding to folio 132b , -corr. to fol. 135a , gk 

5^-- W«rr«ffenf ck in folio 172a of mss. ka. 

4 Professor Anantalal Thakur of the Mithila Research Institute, 
and Pandit Ratnanath Jha, Daibhanga, to whom I am indebted 
for this account, think that Devasarman here must be Devanatha 
(for Devasarman as a name is not met with m the panfts ), of 
Nanyapura (named from king Nanyadeva) of khoyala family and a 
contemporary of the poet-teacher Vidyapati Thakkura. 
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ghava o£ Murari. The latter also claims distinguished names as its own. 
The time-honoured way of describing the local antecedents of a per¬ 
son in the kulaft fashion is to mention the mula as well as the grama . 
'samj in the above account may be taken to be abbreviation for 
sambhuta (belonging to the family). The name of the second place 
is not in the colophon. Gajarathapura is the town where the capital was 
transferied in king Sivasuhha’s time (H M. p. 309). In the case of the 
111s. ka , the description of the scribes, if they belonged to Mithila, 
(they might have belonged to Nepal) would indicate that that practice 
was being discontinued. This ms. has served to determine the limit¬ 
ing date of the Maithila poet 5 Vidyapati, about which there was a con¬ 
flict of views in the last century. It has also helped to fix the time of 
the king Sivasimha of Mithila. 6 7 In 1951 this ms. (no. 4738) was 
presented at the exhibition of mss. held at Jaipur because of its histori¬ 
cal importance. The two mss. seem from their occasional divergences 
not to be related to each other i e. ms. ‘ka’ is not derived from 
ms. kha.* 

Aufrecht in his Cat . Cat 9 Vol. I. notices another ms. (111s. *kha’ 
was not entered there) from N. W. P. It is ms. no 602 in Private 
Libraries of N. W. Provinces. The Report (I, Benaras 1874-78) relied 
on by Aufrecht contains the following account*—Ms. in Devanagan 
script m modern paper containing 40 leaves, 5 lines to the page, 
deposited with Durgaprasad Chaube of Mirzapur. Remarks—not 
procurable, recent and apparently correct, (p. 9). From an account in 
the old journal Pandtt 9 Benares 1887, which seems incidentally to 
thiow some light on the locality and the peisou or persons who could be 

5 Professor K. N. Mitra and B. B Majumdar in their introduc¬ 
tion to the new impression (1957) of the Bangiya Sahitya Parisat 
edn. of Vidyapati’s Padavali has made a special note of tins (p. ^l^). 

6 ‘The authentic date about Sivasimha is Lak. saiii. 291, when 
he was ruling Tirabhukti and when a ms. oE Srldhara’s Kivya- 
frakasavweka was copied by order o£ Vidyapati’ (H. M. p. 314) 

7 This is proved conclusively by difference in readings, e.g. folio 

171a (ms. ‘ka’) reading cr 5 ^'r 4 ^JrT%J^t 7 T^...and 

^n«rkfT^n--a different reading m ms. kha. 

2 
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tried, an attempt was made through a private gentleman of Klazapur 
Dist, as also through Pandit Bibhutibhusan Nyayatarya (the Asst 
Librarian, Sarasvati Bhavana, Benatas) to trace it. But nothing has 
come out of it. This ms. if secured, might have supplied the missing 
portion of ms. La. 

As the Sanketa by Somesvaia (from which it was thought worth 
while to supplement it), the publication of which was intimated to the 
present editor about five years ago by its editor R. C. Parelh of 
Ahmedabad, is not yet out, the missing portion has to be represented 
in this edition by extracts from the Balactttdmtranpm of Sarasvatltlrtha, 
mss. of which work are deposited in the B O.R I We got on loan through 
the courtesy of its curator Di P. K. Gode one of these mss , a complete 
one (32. of 1882-83 Govt, colln) Sarawatltirtha who was well- 
read and well-posted in Alamkara literature is later than Candidasa 
and possibly Srivrd) a-cakravartm also. As works of these latter 
commentators are available m print, they have not been used here for 
the missing portion, 

B* The KdvyaprakaU and Its Popularity. 

The Kavyaprakasa is the earliest available and the most inportant 
alarhkata mhandha the Sanskrit literature has to its credit The 
statement sampurnam tdam kavyalaksanam towards the closing portion 
of the work must not be taken to mean that the author (the author of 
the supplement) wanted it to be known by that name. The word kavya- 
laksana in a general way applies to the sastra, and was used by early 
alamkara writers like Anandavatdhana in that sense In lusDhvanyaloka 
Ananda calls alankara writers as kauyalaksana (or laksma) vtdhayms 
(N S. p. 10, 12). While some commentators have used the word as 
a specific name for a work (as Ratnasrljnana for the KdvyddarU) and 
one alankara writer has a work of that name (H. S. P p.392, 
S. P. I p. 325), neither tradition nor the joint writers have accepted 
that to be the name of the work. Our commentator has found in the 
title a hint as to the width of its scope {vyapakatva^j and its variety 
(vatcitrya) on the basis of the similitude import. This is justly the 
case* for barring out dramaturgy, everything that is of moment is 
broached here. Nowhere except in the solitary notable instance of 
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Rudiata’s K&uydlanklra , has dramaturgy been discussed m a kdvya* 

laksana woik. Very aptly has Mamkyacandra in his K P. Sanketa 

described out work as the jewel on the forehead of entire Alankara- 

sastra 1 Theie have been titles of works like the Sarasvatlkanthdbbarana 

* 

(of Bhoja) and the Sarasvatl-hrdaydlankdra of Nanyadeva, each, in its 
own way, a characteristic name. This characterisation of Manikya- 
candra is a suggestive one, noting incidentally the high eminence which 
it was destined to reach in the literature of alaakara mbandhas . 

The attempt at arriving in unerring judgment (slddhantantstha) 
and the brilliance in the compilation ( matasankalana ) of whatever is 
worth recording from older source-books are the two prominent criteria 
of a mbandba work, and the KduyaprakdU exhibits them to a notable 
degree of exactness and precision. The Kavydkautuka of Bhatta Tauta, 
from the meagre extracts about theory and practice we have now there¬ 
from e.g. those by Srldhara refering to its characterisation of gunas and 
by Hemacandia in the Kdvydmtsasana on its observation on the use¬ 
fulness of varnand as an inevitable and integral portion of kavtvydpdra , 
seems very likely to be a work of this type. It is the earliest traceable 
contribution now known. It was at least a century earlier than the Kdv . 
pr. and wielded considerable influence on later writers in the line. In the 
past the traditional way in Indian Poetics has long been to treat the entities 
separately, for, to guide writers who deal with the whole compass of 
the sastra has been the aim throughout. The themes were recognised 
as isolated units. Though there had been attempts (as in the case of 
Vamana) at co-ordination, they were not steadily pursued. The 
epochmaking work, the Dhvanydloka , led the way to such a course 
of systematisation, but no less than two centuries had to elapse to 
clear the way and to set the standard for ntbandha composition. Even 
thereafter there were dissentient voices who preferred the old ways of 
disjointed thought and managed to survive. Moreover, there was in 
very many of them a touch of subjectivity and an opinionistic outlook 
which have to be eschewed m a proper presentation of the precepts 
and canons of literary criticism. Abhinavagupta by his masterly 

i mi 

tsfasr wrff yitfiR li (*tt- ?f. ^ T- ^-) 
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exposition m the Dhvanydlokalocana as also by his gloss vivatana on 
his teacher’s work the Kdvyakatttfika, had paved the waj , and the Lav. 
pr. was ushered in the ptoper spirit of presentation m the background 
of the notable contributions, which weie taken to be ptakarana gnin- 
thas like the Hidayadarpana of Bhattanayaka, the Vahoktiftvtta of 
Kuntaka and the Vyakttviveka of Mahimabhatta 

The Kdv . pr. has never lost sight of the main function of the 
alanhdrasdstra , which is primarily and predominantly a laki>ya~ 
pradhana sastra. Thus keeping to the plans of earlier masters of 
presenting a connected purview in kartka , vrtti and uddharana a plan 
resorted to by Vamana and perfected by Anandavardhana, it has 
looked constantly to the uddharana side as its practical exposition and 
even where, now and then, as in ulldsas two and five, it indulges in 
academic or scholastic disquisition, it readily settles itself with the 
kavya atmosphere of appraisement. There is also a recognition of the 
contribution of post-Anandavardhana writers, which was necessary as a 
balance to the perpetuation of old stereotyped verses and examples. 
This is evidenced by its directly or indirectly applying itself to 
discussion of themes and of verses in works like the Kapphtndbhyudaya 
of Sivasvamin, the Navasdhasd/ikacanta of Parimala and the Rama- 
cant a of Abhinanda, as much as to works in Prakrit literature, specially 
the gathds (which also the earlier work SarasvatJkanthdbharaaa did), 
way to which was shown by Anandavaidhana. In a sense the Kdv . pr. 
is co-eval with the falling off of the ideals and of the best tendencies of 
kavya composition, except in a limited sense, for Sriharsa the author 
of the Natsadhacanta had not yet appeared. Anthologists (and the 
bulk of these known are not prior to the Kav. pr.) and later alankdra 
writers had dealt with materials which were supplied by and enlisted in 
the Kdv. pr. Though primarily laksyapradhdna in its objective side, it 
has maintaned the sanctity and purity of its canons and has never 
stooped to vindication of unwarranted forms and modes. 

The Kdv. pr. is generally dated in the latter half of the 11 th 
century ( S.P . vol. i p. 263, H.S.P. p. 160). Rucaka’s commentary 
K.P. Safti. (it might have been preceded by short notes or glosses) which 
was presumably Rucaka’s maiden venture, as appears from a casual 
remark of Jayaratha in the Al. Sar. vmarstnt) was written near about 
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1140 A.D The oldest mss of the Kav* pu that has come down to us 
(Stein’s Des . Cat . of Jammu and Kashmir mss.) is dated 1158 A.D, 
Hemcandra is his Kavyanusasana (about 1140), with not much of 
major differences, follows the Kav . pr. It would not be wrong to 
infer, that the work which had risen into eminence in his time was 
written fifty years before. The manner in which king Bhoja’s name is 
mentioned in a verse 3 (v. 489) esp. the use of the pronoun tat would 
indicate that Bhoja’s munificence ( tydgallldytta ) was a talk of the people 
and presumably that he was no longer in the land of the living when 
the verse was written, Bhoja was dead a little after 1055 The 
Kav • pr. text betrays no trace of Bhoja’s influence—and this was hardly 
expected, seeing that Bhoja and Mammata wete affiliated to different 
lines of alankdra thought—except that there are some common 
illustrations, which however serve different purposes. This verse has 
got a parallel in Bilhana’s Vtkramankadevacanta 3 and breathes the 
same note and is presumably a contemporary composition. Bilhana’s 
work was finished near about 1088. It is just possible therefore that 
the Kav . pr was near to it in point of time (between 1080-1090) 
Another verse which may help us m dating the Kav . pr . is 
alamancapalatvat (v. 419). The Kavtndravacanasamuccaya ascribes it 
to the Buddhist writer Dharmaklrti but there are others (e g., $dr. p ) 
that would attribute it to the poet Bilhana. The Kav . vac . sam • 
cannot be earlier than 1050 A D,, it quotes verses from the 
Ramacanta of Abhmanda, Bhoja and some later writers Bilhana in 
his CamapancdUt describes his love-experiences in a similar manner. 
This veise (no* 58 ) is found in a poem called Btlbanakdvya 

ura *F*R:^rgraTfc gr^riWT i 

3 Vik. dev. ca. XVIII. 96 

#3r: wnjci: 1 ^ ; r^f- 

sassisrcr *re<rr irpicf cr fwrs% i 

Jn^rnrrf^r u 
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(Kdvyamala 13 ) Similarly the verse ntrarthakarh jaama gata'n nahnyah 
which is found cited m the S K . A . and is also found in the latet 
epic Vthamankadevacanta (IX) u> incorporated in the BilbanaLauya 
(no. 32). Such a dating is also supported by two other collateral 
evidences. Mahimabhatta, who has been criticised for his anutaana 
theory in explaining away dbvant in the Kav pr. and who has been 
the mam source of inspiration in Kav pr , tillasa seven as is evident 
from verbatim citations from the Vyaktivivekt , a fact borne testimony 
to by all early commentators, refers to Abhtnavagupta’s Locana t (p 33) 
(in Vy v., p. 90). He flourished about 1050 A D. Again the Kav , pr. 
in its refutation of the figure hetti admitted by Rudrata makes certain 
observations which look like a retort to the remarks of Rudtata’s 
commentator Namisadhu. Nanusadhu’s commentary is dated safnvat 
1125 le, 1069 A D Namisadhu does not belong to Kashmir, though 
he might have utilized materials from Kashmir commentaries (v. 2 
Intro.), and a period of twenty years might safely be allowed to have 
intervened between the two works. 

The comment discussed in the previous paragraph occurs in a por¬ 
tion which is justly regarded as the supplement to Mammata’s work 
from the hint in the verse at the end thereof. Authentic Kashmir tradi¬ 
tion which is recorded in the San . of Rucaka, the earliest commentary 
available, itself belonging to Kashmir and which was reiterated by all the 

4 " IgWT Ig'flfcF I 

ST: 1o*r 3 - ^T. 3T. has IgJfcFT i 

l§: 9 TT11 II Namisadhu 

comments on the verse I *WT 9TTgf C <T 

1# fiWT I K 3 RT # S5$M II Jhalkikar 

( p. 706 ) misled by the statement of the KdvyapradJpa — 
vtkg&i ascribes this to The Kav. pr. reading of 

the definition is a bit different , that the reference is to is clear. 
The kanka is in aryl metre, the metre used throughout by Rudrata, 
while Udbhata, exept in the two opening definitions which are m 
prose, uses the amstubb metre in his work (qrr ^TT. 
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eatly commentators including Sridhara^ 5 regards the Kdvyaprakdsa as the 
work of two authors Mammata and Alaka (sometimes named as Alata). 
This Alaka is known to have been the author of a commentary on the 
epic Haravijaya 6 (published in the N S. edn.) which woik our 
commentator apparently uses in his gloss on one of these verses. 
All the citations from tins epic (except one, madhupardp v. 357) 
are found in the supplement. Similar is also the case with the 
citations from the Navasdhasdnkacanta, We cannot subscribe to the 
view of H. R. Divekar, 7 who is inclined to ascribe the entire vttH 
portion to Alaka. The arguments of F. W. Thomas and S. K. De who 
have controverted this view can be supplemented Arjunavarma 
deva’s reference in the Amamsatakarastkasanfivam , to the vrtti in the 
seventh ulldsa as well, as being the handi-work of Alaka also is 
misinformed comment. His manner of refering to Mammata savours 
of uncharitable barter directed against one whose vievvs ; 
(Arjunavarmadeva being a follower of the Bhoja school) did not appeal 
to him. 8 There is the incontrovertible evidence of the issue m kdr 


5 Rucaka’s comment at the close of the Sanketa t$FT ^ 

V&tt ^ 

\ The oft quotd verse of Rajanaka Ananda 
of Kashmu, a late commentator on the work 

I 5F5F** i&qt U echoes this ‘old’ infor¬ 

mation and notes the pottion of Alaka’s contubution. 

6 v. 560 (£. 215a) is a verbatim quotation from Alaka’s 
commentary. 

7 Vide The Dual Authorship of the Kdvyaprakdsa } R A S. 
1927, pp. 505-520 and F W. Thomas’s obseivations thereon 

8 In his com. on v. 35 (N. S edn ) SET \ 

SFFftj The dual used here lelates to his hypothesis about the 

seventh ulldsa and incidentally hints at the unsoundness of their 
position as well as at this scam courtesy he would pay to them by the 
3^1^31% form of expression. 
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<j. (mala in piirvavaty “on which a great deal has been written.” 
his hackneyed form of mention, which is also used in another kh 
5 (esam bheda yatha . ) like 'pnwam' in kar 48 (sabdartbacitram 
tt ptirvam) and 'pnra in kar 21 ( arthah proktah pnrd tesha) does 
3t necessarily prove the point noted by Divekar. In the first of 
lese latter instances the term ‘jt wrvavat' has as its related antecedent 
hvam , which is temotely placed in the kar . text. There are other 
ndences which go to establish the identity of the kankakara with the 
rtttkara . A side by side consideration of kanka jcd with 
anka 48 10 takes us to an inconsistency in the enumeration of the 
arieties of kavya noted in ullasa one. Srldhara like the other early 
omtnentators (and most of the later commentators too) does not think 
necessary to emphasize this obvious point in his exposition of those 
artkas , for the one main reason that the work to him was an integral 
ne. Had the kanka text been an independent self-contained work, 
he author could not have rested with a mere statement like na tato 
as a m kanka 72 11 without mentioning these ten varieties. 

P* V. Kane (H. S. P. p. 258) has met the point sought to be 
tressed by H. R. Divekar in the so-called divergence between the 

9 The word in qi^TT 5 may be deemed to refer to *?T!T of 
le previous half of the kar *rnr^cTct. The ^T. ST 31 *. SMI^ states 

m 1 ^ is one of the varieties 

f 311 * in Mammata’s presentation, but this is hardly convincing. 
Moreover in the vitti text elsewhere (e. g, kar . 46) has a 

emote antecedent. 

10 {kar. 5 )* This is the thud 
lass of kdvyas and is counted as one In kartka 48 we read 

where obviously the author was thinking of 
he enumeration of Bhamaha cited in the vrttt thereon sffS^Tf^rajT- 
gppg ? I So the kanka depends on the vrttt. (The 
has taken this hint and has distinguished between the two 
nd has counted them as two, but that is another question.) 

11 kar. 72 I This statement in 

he kanka has to depend on the vrtt % 9 where the ten gnnas are 
numerated. 



xvn 


kanka and the vrtti in the treatment of the figure nipaka ( kar 93) 
Divekar finds in the statement of the vrtti {aropita iti bahuvacanam - 
avivaksitam) 12 an evidence of the soundness of his own views. It may 
be added that his aigurnents are anything but convincing. The eaihest 
commentator Rucaka has no notes on this and it is difficult to say 
what the vrtti reading was with him. Srldhara takes the singular 
reading in both the kanka and vrtti portions. Jayaratha’s use of the 
singular number m his exposition of Rucaka’s Alaakarasarvasva 

\ wsj&nonm • p. 45) 

would go to suggest that the singular number is these cases is nothing 
unexpected and is quite appropriate. 

Nor is the view of V.S. Sukthankar 1 ^ in his reflection On the 
Two Authors of the Kavyaprakasa that Alaka supports Rudrata while 
Mammata pays greater weight to the views of Udbhata tenable. 
This remark has an obvious reference to arthalankaras in Mas a ten. 
Mammata in the previous portion ( ullasas four and nine, vide verse 
26, verse 356 and in the vrtti on kartka 

has used and noted the views of Rudrata. Even in his 
portion of the tenth Masa there occur at least ten statements'- which go 

12 K. P. V. (fol. 179b) >jftcF 5%— 

1 % fipRT srnra mi sffcr * 

That the sentence ^nftfqRTT does not appear in 

Sridhara’s text of the vrtti is cleat from his not noting, and explaining 

it, as Mamkyacandra, Candldasa, Bhattagopala and Sri-vidyacakra- 
vartin do. 

13 Vide Z. D # M. G. Vol. 66 pp. 477-90 On the two 
Authors m the Kavyaprakasa . 

14 In the vHti on the figure we read , in his vrtti 

on the figure he mentions 

•• fepRlT %% , in his 

treatment of the figute in the vrtti portion SRlfa ^T^T^WfTfTS^- 
fi?cg|pq- , in the case of (second variety) kar. 98, 

in the case of the second variety of kar . 103 , in under kar . 

no, in in kanka 111, in the case of the figure 

kar . 116 9 in the case of the kar . texts of the figures and 


3 
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to show how much he depended on Rudtata in preference to Udbhati. 
In some o£ these cases with his characteristic terseness he refers 
to * anyaih * where Udbhata also is included. One may contrast 
this with hts manner of tcfcunce to Rudrata by keaacit in hts 
consideration of the latter’s illustration of the figure vyatirekad** 
Mammata refers eg. to Udbhata,s upek s<? 16 also in no unambiguous 
terms In course of one of his differences with Rudrata, (where for 
the main thesis he is indebted to him), Mammata notes in the mild 
apologeic form iti na vacyam or m taio daisita/n As to Alaka’s 
borrowing from Rudrata the following point is to be noted, Of the 
twenty-five (amongst the si\ty-one) arthalankaras treated in the 
latter portion of the KavyaptakaZa which we owe to Alaka, none 
except bankara % samadht and sarm/sti are found in Udbhjti’s ICa al. 
san. or are admitted by Bhamaha^ whose woik was commented on by 
him in his mote important treatise the Bhdni oiv 

It may well have been the case that Mammati hkc his piedeccssor 
Kuntaka, who had reduced the number of aitbalaakdtas ol, like his 
immediate successot Hemacandra who had admitted only 29 artlA- 
lankdras , could not have admitted several of them. It is cettam that 
the apologetic statement appendended in the vrtti or kartka 141 
appearing in Alaka’s portion of the wotk ( 

5 «T .S^fRT ) betrays an 

attitude of admitting new figures. It is noteworthy that only 
four of these twenty-five in Alaka’s text are admitted by Hemacandra 
and five by the senior Vagbhata (the figure sankara appears in both 
these lists) and that the whole host of them is recognised by Rucaka 
in his Alankarasatvasva ? in spite of the fact that he expresses his affilia¬ 
tion to the views of his father and teachet Rajanaka Tilaka who com¬ 
mented on Udbhata s Kdvyaldnkdrasarasanigraha. The lefutation 
of the figuie *hetu to which we have already refened (vide Ln. 4) shows 
that Rudrata is not indiscriminately followed by Alaka. Kdnkd 142 

16 There 

is no attempt here to vindicate this position, on the contrary, there is 
an implication that this is an oversight on the part of Udbhata. 
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(ciRT WFiW * ) is tedundant and the vttti thereon as well as on 
the ptevious kanka contains statements 

S3TT3R kb, 141 , cT^S^fRgfaT • • ?T...) 
which are repetitions of the views expiessed in an eailiet part of the 
work 1 - 

This leads us to the text of the Kavyaprakasa . It is easily conceded 
that differences in the readings of the illustrations cited are inevitable. 
The mode of presentation of the text depends on the faithfulness 
in preservation of the kanka and the vttu portions as also on the 
admission or otherwise of illustrations in the text. Rucaka 18 and 
Manikyacandra 19 have suggested certain emendations in the kanka 
poition, the fotmei in a spirit of supplementing what is thought to 
be indispensable, the latter by way of variants, to be more com¬ 
patible with the spirit of the text and with the continuity of the tradi¬ 
tional background. Srldhara in either contingency has tried to defend 
the text, though on rare occasions he has found fault with the wording 
of the vrtti 2 ~ His disposal of one such case in the closing portion 
of ullasa three where Rucaka proposes an additional kanka is a bit 

17 in the vhttt on kanka 85 in ullasa nine we read:—1 

%*FFT ST WfflI 

Wifi— 

18 ^t. $r z 'll—' 

<Rrc$^srr% sroftpa^i sqfbr 

cfT fg*, %^f 

* «ific 

^Tf^T <TOTtelT I 

19 e. g. m *rr. tf. ^ i 

fftf qsro i • vatm&w ^wr?tt , at. e. s: 

20 e g. in K. P. V p. 57—ct^r* ^fqr* 3 «nfqr 

f^nwif^rer swftfer i 

jrfsr 37 ^Tf^T 753^31 , so also in connection with the vrtti on 

the figure in fol. 183b. 
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peculiar* The eatlier commentators there have noted interpolations, 
not many, a prominent case of which is furnished by the vutti on 
kdr. 23, (vide out comments in f n. 4, p. 56.) where even Mamkya- 
candra has recognised a text which is palpably not thete The text 
in ulldsa ten dealing with the udaharana portion has been sought to be 
tampered with, Rucaka’s Sanketa, though short in bulk, is careful enough 
to note this. Jayaratha has noted (pp 85-86, 137) a similar process m 
the udaharana text in the Al/iakdrata/vasva, a process which occurred 
in the brief span of less than half a century. Sridhara following Rucaka 
has incorporated such udabaianas also in his commentary. One 
verse, v. 502 21 , ...) is left out by later commentators 

like Govindra Thakkura, though it is noted in almost all earlier com¬ 
mentaries as part of the text. The one passage which V S. 
Sukthankar 22 thinks to be an interpolation—is it because it does not 
fit in with his hypothesis^—is in perfect older and is commented on 
by Rucaka, Sridhara and others. 

As to the contents of the text and the evaluation thereof, the 
divergence in the approach beating on the difterence in the standard of 
judgment between the old and the relatively modern commentators is 
a point worth noting. Rucaka, Mamkyacandra, Sndhara and 
Candldasa—the last three admitting all the while its practical import¬ 
ance-—are agreed as to ulldsa one in not being the far excellence contri¬ 
bution in the line of Mammata. This is also the case in ulldsa ten 
where brevity in the kdrtkd as well as in the vrtti has exceeded all 
proportions The earlier commentatois think that the estimate of the 

21 5 p. 68 sraterarc qr&-, and 

Siidhara (L. 203b) follows. Vtcle Alankdiai>arvat>vavi?atirstnt pp. 85 

86, 137.—^ ft jpft wrat $*fir 

i 

22 Sukthankar in Z.D.M.G. Vol no. 66 p. 6gi. This is an adjunct 
to his hypothesis about Rudrata influencing the later writer and 
not the earlier one. The passage in question is—^ 



total contribution of the Kao. pr. as indicated in a nutshell in the 
last verse ( ttyesa rndigo„„ mm ) coming evidently from Alaka is hardly 
applicable to the achievement of the Kdv. pr in this chapter. But there 
can be no two opinions about ullasas two, four and’five, where Mammata 
is in his best form and has set an unapproachable ideal in conciseness 
and precision for later writers. Some of the early commentators (e g. 
Manikyacandra and Srlvidya Cikravartin) are full-throated in their 
approbation and notify their sanction by their manner of comment. 
Sridhara by his explanatory and amplificatory comments on these 
ullasas has joined in this chorus of praise. The grammarian—for 
Mammata in his essentials was an ardent admirer of the Mahdbbdsya 
and the Vakyapadtya 9 as is evident from his repeated citations and 
his respectful manner of reference to them—and the literary critic have 
joined to make these ullasas, specially ulldsa two, (the subject matter 
whereof did not figure prominently in alankara dissertations prior to his) 
a thing of sterling merit. At the same time not unoften it presents 
a few statements difficult for exposition ( duruhapanktt , m the language 
of Gadadhara), a hard nut to crack for the unwary reader and a 
subject for close investigation to the student, who wants to be schooled 
m the discipline of the sdstra. 

Now to come to the manner of presentation of the work. The 
terseness and economy in space achieved have pissed into a proverb. 
This is evident in the kartka and the vrtti portions equally alike, 
showing that both might have come from the same author. In 
the kdnkd portion one may note this in a quality form in the 
connected series in kdnkds 15-18 and in kdr. 66-67 ( 
eight ). In the definitions of the figures upamd , 2 - rupaka a - and 

23 in’ I Manikyacandra in Ins Sanketa ( pages 219- 
220 ) notes—^ ?T ^gT^cr I 

gq-tn i ^Jf^srrwT^r 1 

24 3 I The vrtti reads—srf^RTTwn^TOI^r- 

I As Mantkyacandra in course o£ his comment notes 

trq q ^TTqPJTW" I The difficulty arises from the author’s 
citing the illustration (v. 412) where in the fourth 

quarter introduces the element of wfo t 
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samasokti 25 —in both of which latter* figures our author closely follows 
Udbhata—the text because of itsteisenessis vague In kanka 23, (which 
comes at the end of the thud nlldsa and is a reiteration of kdr . 20,) as 
well as in ullata five (pp. 170) there occur cryptic statements winch 
have taxed the ingenuity of the commentators. On the whole, how- 
evet, this is a signal achievement that in the course of 1^2 kdrtkds (a 
later redactor of the text has^ however, compressed it into 113 kdrikas ) 
and of a comparatively short vitti-tzxt the author has managed to treat 
of every important topic of an ataakdramhandha. He does not 
indulge in verbosity and does not avail of the shifts of elaboration and 
enumeration so much m evidence in his two predecessors Kuntaka 
and Bhoja. This terseness is equally manifest in his manner of the 
incorporation of materials from Ins source-books, which is sometimes 
direct (e.g. pp. 5, 7) and sometimes (eg pp. 132-133, 150-151) 
awkward, landing the reader m a morass. More instances of the latter 
are furnished by his reference to the figures rasavat etc (p.p. 63, 140) 

and hy his mention of figures tulyayogitd 9 kdvyahetn and hetu 2a m 
illustrations in ulldsa four where their respective Kdv. pr. conceptions 
(m case where they are admissible) do not tally with the connotations 
intended. Bhamaha, Vamana and Rudrata are the authorities whose 
definitions are intended to be accepted to fit m with those texts. So also 

in his treatment of verse no 255 (sadd madhye .) thete is a 

mention of three mdrgas 2 * which do not figure in the Kdo . pr . While 
svalpdksara is an inevitable feature in a sutra % it is to be accompanied 
with clarity of expression ( asandtgdha ). The definition of rasabhdsa , 
( kdr . 36) contains the term anaucitya which m the relevance 

25 qrctfiwfct. fw l The insisted on by the 

navy a school (Anandavardhana puts it thus —* 
. l is not explicit m the text of Mammata 

who simply has—I 

26 The (p. 106) is as defined by Bhamaha (III. 26) 

and Vamana (IV. 3. 26). The (p. 108) is as defined by 

Udbhata ( kdr . 7^). So is (p. no). 

27 Somesvara in his Sanketa ( Des . Cat . B. B. R. A. S. fol. 
67a) gives the reference. Vide our tip pant on the passage in this edn. 



of the context tequlres to be clearly explained but is not so done. The 
copiousness of the illustrations— e g . for ntrdkdnksa , whete he justifies this 
(pp* 201-05), and the authot is careful to see that whatever he treats in his 
vrttt is supported by apt illustrations from wotks which have, howevet, 
added to the practical value of the work—has setved as a check on his 
peculiar mannet. What appear to be divergences in this respect ( e.g the 
vrtti portion in the second ullasa ) as much as in his digression in refeinng 
to the different expositions of the rasamspatti stitra of the sage Bharata 
in alias a four are quite in order and expressed in his usual style, though 
this has made the work a difficult Btid abstruse one. There are, 
however, just a few unjustifiable instances of prolixity in the kdnkd 
text. 28 (amongst justifiable instances there is the definition of the figure 
virodha where Mammata clarifies the views of Rudiata and is ’followed 
by latei writers like Rucaka in the Alankarasarvasva ) and of padding 
of phrases and words which appear as so many blemishes. 

Eatly commentatois like Sridhara and Bhattagopala and late 
commentatots like Gadadhara Cakravartin Bhattacarya and Kamalakara 
Bliatta in their comments on poitions of ulldsas two, four and five 
have availed themselves in their glosses of their eiudition and skill m 
exposition, which to the uninformed students look little short of 
puzzling and exasperating. There is bound to be an underlying 
presupposition in the reader’s mind that Mammata indulges in a 
tmmdmsaka bias, traces of which present themselves in ulldsas two 
and five and in his brochure, the Sabdavyaparavicdra # The summary 
disposal of the natydytka and of the Buddhist apohavitws about sabdartha 
(p. 27) where Stldhara’s commentaty is not available is regarded as a 
pointer. It must be remembered, however, that these reflections, 
concerned as they ate with the vdkydrtha> —and Mlmamsa is par 
excellence the sdstra that deals therewith—come by the way for the 

28 e.g. kdr 21 \ p. 49) which 

Mamkyacandra would choose to amend as ( *TT. 

) , kar . 46 ( iTqj 148 ) where qcjer^ is explained as 

, kdr» 142 trq“r ^fT -Instances of padding are 

collected in H. R. Divekar’s paper (}. R. A. S. 1927). They are 
by no means the monopoly of the author of the supplement, Alaka, 
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establishment of the alaaUuLas* cherished function vyanjana —which 
is not accepted in the taimarasaka circle oi by the natyayika s. It is 
interesting to note, as Sridhara has done (eg. p. 171), the fidelity 
o£ Mammata to the views of granimatians, (which is elsewhere evident 
in his resorting to the function of laksana in examples like ktrmasu kusa - 
lah) particularly 29 to those of the grammatian-philosopher Bhartihari, the 
author of the Vakyapadlya. Sddhara 80 in one particular instance, where 
he explains this vwartavada m a different and easy-going later Vedantic 
pattern is misguided. This is a featute which Mammata inherited from 
Abhmavagupta whom he follows closely even to the extent of adopting 
his very text, as we have noted in those places. Abhinava was sure 
that the views are those of the grammarians. 

The opiniomsts amongst commentatots on the Kav . 
and commentaiies serve as apt specimens of intensive study 
followed in our land—have differed in their assesment of the net 
contribution of this work to the Zastra. While one section with 
Candldasa, the author of Kav. pr dtp taking the lead, has been 
obsessed with the author’s inconsistency and his servile acceptance of 
oldish views borrowed from tradition ( pracmamatamryantritatva ), 31 
the other—this is the view of the majotity of later commentators—have 
exalted him to the position of an embodiment of the Muse of 
Learning ( vagdevatavatdra ) and therefore beyond cavil. Candldasa’s 
accusation brings in a point which has to a considerable extent been 
anticipated by the remark in the closing verse of the vrtti (yimrmita 


29 The Kau. pr utv ( p i7o)iematks —cftq^xqf % 

I The Vakyapadtya remarks — 

I ^TJPTT cfT^fl ^ ( cjr <?. \\ ). 

30 The Kav. pr. viv in its alternative exposition of the 

vwartavada view (p. 172) remarks xr^ $#* 5TfF 

srt # ^srr^^firrer qr sng * 

Sarasvatltlrtha in his comment (fol. 52a) also notes:_ 




31 eg .IQv.pr dip p 23, ^ . 

, p. 109—^ 

5F^rr m&st ^ swiiftr ^ i 
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sanghatana) and cleverly hits at the side-by-side presentation of two 
divergent tendencies, one sponsoied by the great Udbhata and the other 
by the masters Anandavardhana and Abhinavagupta. One notable 
commentatot Srlvatsalanchana Bhattacarya follows Candidasa whose 
definition of kavya he takes as the starting-point of his investigation in 
his manual Kdvyapanksa , (which name he detives from Candidasa) now 
available in print While in Mammata’s definition of kavya and in his 
treatment of the alankdras there is clearly traceable a bias towards the 
school of Udbhata with whom alankdras are the primary entities in 
a kavya , it is none the less evident throughout the rest of the work 
that Mammata is out and out a dhvamvddtn . The inconsistency 
arises because of the so called ‘definition’ (kdr 4a) and the principle of 
division (kdr 4b) resorted to being incompatible in nature. Later wiiters 
like Visvanatha who have attacked Mammata’s definition have fallen 
into a similar ertot. Srldhara justifies the position of Mammata in an 
able exposition' 2 which has the support of Candidasa, the greatest 
denouncer of our author. There are a few cases of palpable inconsis¬ 
tency e. g. in the Kdv pra reference to figures rasavat etc. as noted 
above and in his statements about sdnta rasa . While in the latter case, 
we may tiace the source of this inconsistency to Mammata’s following 
the Dhv dl and the Ndtyasditra of Bharata, in the two statements for 
the fotmer no reasonable explanation is forthcoming It is just 
possible that Mammata recognises sdnta rasa both in the sravya 
kavya and in the ndtya like Bhatta Tauta and Abhinavagupta 
(See Ndtyasdstra I. p. 302). He uses the sutra of Bharata 
(kdr 29) but does not want to restrict mrveda (kdr. 35) to sravya 
kdvyas merely. The silence in the vttt% is significant. 

It must be confessed, however, that modern scholars have taken too 
high a view about Mammata’s originality. He is original m the sense 
that every influential mbbandhakdra is original Views and formula- 

32 Kdv . pr viv (p. 13)* fqr^ri^fr 

Stf sfcT ^ I TOR* 

| TOR I Vide our notes on 

Rucaka’s Sanketa (p 3). for the implications of the pronouns ^ and 
appearing therein. 


4 
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tions that were current had to be met and adjudged, but it it is i 
question of originality of matter, one lias to be strictly on guard to 
call him original on such counts A great and commendable part 
of the early commentators 5 job—and Rucaka, Srldhara, Somesvata and 
Bhattagopala are prominent amongst them—is to show how the Kav 
pr. uses and builds on materials supplied by earlier masters, so much 
so, that it is no exaggeiation m say that almost eveiy line of the Kau 
pr. either in the kartkd or in the vitti is old matte*« This, however, is 
no disqualification in a mbandbakara who is par excellence a syste¬ 
matises As Hemacandra/ 3 the next great alaakara-wnttt who is 
often dubbed as a plagiarist for his indebtedness to earlier masters, 
puts it—“No author can gi ,7 e us anything that is absolutely new, for 
the world is the same all through, it is only the treatment that is new 
There are, howevet, certain features, because of which, a freshness of 
approach and a candour in comiction, featutes that characterise a 
prominent mbandba work, which appeirs when the sasUa has arrived 
at its fulness and maturity, are conspicuous One such is Mammata’s 
unqualified subscription to and vindication of the theory of panvrtu- 
sahatvasahatva or, as it is popularly labelled as the anvayavyatireka 
stand* While in a way this is traceable to a pre-Vamana concep¬ 
tion, 34 its use as a determinant in characterising dbvam , dosa, gnna 
and alankdra is first emphasised by Manimata. There is, however, 
a studied silence in the mattei of stressing this feature in the case 
of the gunas and alanka?as m the Kav * pr portion of Manimata 
(Alika subscribes to it foi the generality of alankaras ) In the case of 
almkdras e g the figures pnnamktavadabhdsa and vakrchti which in 
earlier parlance weie designated as otherwise, are classed as ubhay- 
alankdia and sabdalankdra respectively, and the point is driven home 
by Mammata in the case of the hgure slesa in the ninth ullasa . 
Mammata’s division oiupama into iraatt and drtbi{kar 87), in which he 

33 We read in his Vramanamimatnsa (p 1. Sindhi Jama Grantha- 
mala edn. Ahmedabad, 1939). 3 RT 3 P? 

I iTTsfpff*, ^ ^ 3FT3;! 
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follows Udbhata, however, contains a leaning towards the older 
dsraydiraym theory, which has been rejected outtight m the above cases. 
For gunas the position is a bit perplexing, fot Mammata does not 
concede the Vamanite partition of gunas into sabdaguna and artha - 
guna He declares tena ndrthagund vacydh (kdr 73), Another 
such is the principle of division of kavyas according to the dictum 
srnrpsfa wfccf, which is systematically followed throughout, 

and in instances, where doubts may arise, his remarks are clear and 
convincing ° 4 A quantitative difference in emphasis relating to the 
rasadosa known as may be noted as what distinguishes 

Mammata’s view from that of Anandavardhana in the mattei of a 
much-discussed topic relating to the Kumdiasambhaua of Kalidasa, 
as is we have hinted in our paper The Authorship of the Latter 
Half of the Kumdrasambhava 35 (As S Letter s Vol. XX no, 1). 

The Kav. pr is not a mere alankdra work—it is a literature and 
1 hbtary by itself The known commentaries which came to be 
wntten soon after its composition and are bung undertaken even in 
ptesent days as those by Mahesacandra Njayaratna of Calcutta, by 
Vamanacarya Jhalklkara of Poona and by Harisankara Satman of 
Mithila wntten in Kasi, come up to about a hundred in number 36 


35 e.g in the case of verses .(v. 39), (v. 53^ 

(v 15), (v 108) and m *T TWZfa&tf (v. 117) 

which arc cited once undeL and then undci ^TJT^ and 

thus ate types of The rematks of ^ (g ^\) may be 

cited in connection with v 53 

m and this 


represents the view of Mammata correctly. 

36 Th cDhv.dl lemarks * 

35Tft3T wm ^ ^ ^ \ % 5 ^TT^T 3 \ 

The Kdv pr puts it thus—pFg 

5T ercjfctaT \ ff faeft 1 

37 Ovet and above the comm, of Vacaspati Misia^ Ratnesvara^ 
Vidyasagara and Pradyotana Bhattacarya, mss. of which have not yet 
been found, there are mss. of such deposited in the A.S.B, LO C, 
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They cover all the tracts of this Indian sub-continent and ate spread 
over almost even for more than seven centuries, indicating the 
universality of its ippeal to all leatntts and scholars utespectivc of 
their affiliation and local features In the mediaeval period to be a 
teacher ( adhydpaka ) of the Kav pt was a great claim for scholarship, 
and academic proficiency and erudition vied with each other in 
providing dissertations and glosses on it The demand for such was 
never in the wane, as is proved by the history of the accidental find of 
the present commentary which passed through the hands of a scholar 
because of the high compliment paid to it by a practised and expert 
teacher whom we know more as a poet than as a scholar, the great Vrdya- 
pati Thakkura. More than one notable worker in the field of Sanskrit 
poetics who have distinguished themselves by writing independent 
treatises made a point to try that hand in commenting on u, some 
in their eather years like Rucaki, some in their maturity like Candrdasa, 
who had alteady written the Dhva nisi ddhanlasaagi aha now lost to us, 
Visvanatha, the author of the Sahityadaipana , Narasimha Suri films 
Sarasvatitlrtha who wrote the RasanuBpaaa on the theory and ideology 
of rasa. The Kav. pr itself through its intensive study brought into 
relief different systems of investigations into the nature and division of 
kdvyas or a difference m emphasis on the categories—such as the 
ecclectic schools espoused by early commentators like Sildhara and 
Srlvidyacaktavartin, the protagonists of asvlcia-vie w like Cand’dasa, 
Visvanatha and Srlvatsalanchana, the expositors of vittis or sense func¬ 
tions such as Appaya Dlksita and Kamalakara Bhatta and particular¬ 
ly the alankaravadms who sought to seek shekel under the old theory 
Broadly speaking there have been three types of commentators 
The first of these have taken it as their business to explain the work, 
as it is, line by line, taking the text as ipse dixit , without implicating 
themselves in the movements and theories expressed or evaluating 

LO K , Mith., and noted in Madras Cat, Notices (Mitra), Notices 
(H.P.S.), Cat, of Mss. in Pattan, Tanjore^ in the Dacca University 
and in the V*R S • collections which are not included m the above enu¬ 
meration, These comprise four Dipikas, three Sanketas , two Darpanas, 
two Prakasas, two Adarsas and two Kaumudis 
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them ptoperly. Sarasvatitirtha among early commentators is the 
foremost of them The second took it to be their mission to impress 
the invulnerability of the views expressed, often categorically and 
without sufficient vindication This tendency of routine formality 
which is traceable in a little more than one hundred and fifty years after 
the compositron of the work, is conspicuous in Srividyacakravartin 
(c 1300 AD) and is at its outrageous height m Bhimasena Dlksita 
(18th century) There is the other class—alas * not much in favour of 
indigenous scholars—who have explained the work in its historic setting 
and are supremely conscious of the author’s views as being the outcome 
of earlier investigations Rucaka, Mamkyacandta, Sridhara and 
Somcsvata arc representatives of this type* A fourth class may be 
noted who took it then business to explain the work from their view¬ 
points of creed and practice and not unoften were heedless of the 
outstanding issues Quite a great many of the naiydytka commentatois 
belong to this category md some of them arc so rigid as not to admit 
vyaajana , the corner-stone of the sastra . To the critical student and 
researcher of modem days works of the third type are of immense 
value, fer while to many others the dicta and 

oqj^T are practical maxims to be applied in every case, 

to such early commentators the text is like an organic growth and has 
to be maintained in its pristine sanctity, explained in the traditional 
background, and now and then its ptecepts ate to be scrutinised even 
It is no verbiage to add that such works have fostered a genuine 
study of the Kav pr , for it is a truism to maintain that the Kav pi 
is the alankara sastra to the latter-day students Because of the lack of 
interest and of a spirit of diving deep into the fundamentals of the 
sdstia such works are fast disappearing The study of the work 
during the lata mediaeval days and even in the present days had 
degenerated to such an extent that the sastra has lost its objective of 
association with literature and has come to be a dry presentation of 
stddhdntas set in tune with other sattras as their leading strings Such 
an approach is bound to defeat its purpose and has resulted m its 
being regarded as a closed matter-of-fact points and views. It is rather 
cunous that not more than half a dozen commentaries including a 
late one which in name as well as in reality is Sarasamuccaya by 
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Raj an aka Ratnakantha come hom Kashmir A iatgc number of 
commentaries, no less thin twenty in each case, come irom Mithiia 
and Bengal The former will be characterised in another section. In 
Bengal the Kdo pr* was widely known Pundarikaksa Vidyasagata 
in the early decades of the fifteenth ccntuiy, betcet known simply as 
Vidyasagara well-versed m alaakd?a sastia — and he wrote commentaries 
on the Kavyadarsa of Dandui and the KavyalankarasuitavtUi of Vamana 
as well—wrote a commentary on the KdvyaprakaU which is referted to 
by later writers like Suvatsalanchana and Kamalakara Bhatta. Another 
commentary is the Kdv pu vtsUnki by Patamananda Cakravartm, 
vety likely the guru of Sanacana Gosvamin, which would date him 
in the early half of the fifteenth century It is in many respects the 
best ot the commentaries by Bengali scholars with pronounced 
aatydyika inclinations. During the next two centuries quite a good 
number of Bengal commentators tried their hands on the work, the 
foremost of whom iuve been Srivatsalanchana Bhattacarya, who has 
already been mentioned, Subuddhr Misra, Ftadyotana Bhattacarya, 
Jagadisa Pancanana (different from the reputed iiaiy^ytka Jagadlsa 
Tarkalankara), Gadadhara Cakravattm Bhattacarya, Raghudeva 
Nyayalankara, Jayarama Nyayapancanana, Mahesvara Nyayalankara, 
and Ramanatha Vidyavacaspati. The natydyika bias in many ol 
them (Paramananda and Gadadhara are to a great extent exceptions) 
and the inadequate equipment in the alankarasattra have taken away 
much from the value of their works, though the method of exposition 
and the tacional approach are quite noteworthy. Rahula Sankttyayana in 
his introduction to the Pramamvdrttika (p.2, Patna edition, 1938) notices 
the find of a mss. of the Kdv.fr* in Tibet which was perhaps intended 
to be translated into Tibetan bur was nevei so done. This inciden¬ 
tally shows how the Kav. pr . travelled into other countries and in other 
envorrnment of studies 

Other prominent works like the Kdvydnusdsana of Hemacandra, the 
Ekdvalt of Vidyadhara, the highly popular Sahityadarpana of Visvuna- 
tha, and the Alankdrakaustubha of Kavikarnapuia which has been the 
standard alankdra text amongst Bengal Vaisnavas, have been inspired 
by the Kdv . pr* and are indebted to it foi matter, plan, and mode of 
treatment as well. The bdhttya~kmmudi by Baladeva Vrdyabhusana 
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which is recognised as a commentary on the Kav. pi. follows the 
Alankarakaustubha in its manner of illustrations. The i Kavyadarpana 
(different from a commentary on the Kav . pr by Ratnapam of Mithila) 
of Rajacudamani Dlksita which makes changes in the kartka text, 
elaborates the vrtu and incorporates all the illustrations of the Kav pu 
might well be counted as a commentary thereon The famous 
Kavyapradlpa of Govinda Thakkura, it may be pertinent to add, 
does not give the vrtu as we have it in the Kav. pr. but now and then 
modifies and clarifies it. So far as the kartka and the illustrations are 
concerned, it has kept them intact but has tried to pose as an inde¬ 
pendent text (Sn-Govmdo... ...„„„kavyatattvam vyanaktt). In its 
prose introductory, however, it refers to the grantkakrt (Mammata) 

and one of its concluding verses (. prakasamapt yah prakdsayatt) 

leaves no doubt about the nature of the work Works like the 
Candraloka of Jayadeva (in its latter half) and the Rasagan- 
gadbaia have closely followed the Kav pr , though they have 
to differ from it here and there The Ekasastyalankaraprakasa 
which is like a thesis on the tench ullasa , the Kavyaprakdsakhandana 
already noted (Mitra, Notices 267^) and the so called Laghukavya- 
prakdsa (Cat. Cat II p 20 and B. O R. 1 Des cat , ) have sought 
in their own way to popularise the study of the work 

In the course of our observations elsewhere we appended a note 
of caution which is necessary as to the manner of study of the 
wotk and of its commentaries specially for the present-day 
students of the sdstra. —“One should pause to consider what 
the study of alankaiasastra at least in the near past has been 
and how fat it has helped to develop the faculty of proper 
ippratsement .. . ,..To the student of mediaeval thought the Kav 
pr , a compact and welhplanned mbandha , drawing largely from the 
Kdvyakautuka of Bhatta Tauta, as has been noted in our Three 
Lost Masterpieces tn the Alankdrasdstra and thus fundamentally differ¬ 
ent from the discursive works of Bhoja, has been, as the first-known 

mbandha , the invaluable manual.While the keeping aloof from 

discussion on the fundamentals and their accessories and the taking 
to easy paths bioached m works of the siksa type, that may suit the 
general reader only, can never be recommended for real learners and 
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experts, the othet extreme of taking the sastra as the handmaid of 
nyaya and mtmamsa and of carrying the trad of rationalism too far 
so as to subscribe to the burying of all interest in poetry and 
poetic comprehension is no less to be condemned. The latter is but 
a baneful and serious consequence of an ultra-logical approach, which 
hopelessly misrepresents tradition, keeping it as cribbed and closely 
confined, not as an elastic model, and knows not its own mind, because 
of its perverse shift of emphasis from artistic taste to humdrum twist 
in expression and impression, and fails miserably in its objective.’* (in 
pp 65-66 /, A* S. Letters vol. xxu. No. I) 


The ICavyaprakasavweka* 

Srldhara in the Kav. pr. vi , as is the characteristic of the best 
early commentators, is supremely conscious of the fundamentals of the 
work he comments on in its general affiliation and the incidental vari¬ 
ations therefrom. Though he nowhere makes a special mention of 
this spirit of investigation for reaching at the fountain-source of views 
whereever possible, as others do, 1 almost every page of his work is 
teplete with reference to source-books. His modesty in not pressing 
forward his claim to recognition, unlike what has been done in a spirit 
of effrontery 2 by others, is almost on a par with that of Rucaka and 
Manikyacandra. 3 His restraint in attacking other predecessors’ views, 
the stock-in-trade of such writers, is a welcome feature. When he finds 
anything inapt or objectionable in the matter or in the wording of the 


1 e g does this. jtcTT 1 

• w snwj; n ( ig-) 

2 We have a verse at the close of the Kav pr . cfopika of Candldasa 
(we are not sure whether it was penned by Candldasa himself, though 
that attitude is manifest throughout in his comm) 

fw. gw 




|| Sarasvatltlrtha states ( fol 128b ) 
f^T%T^Tf^^T2TT. I {) Manikya¬ 
candra has srpr: (p 199). 
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text, 1 he points it out without making a fuss but never in a spirit of 
compromise. 5 It is, as we have noted before, only in his defence of 
the compactness and the comprehensiveness (vydpakatva) as well of 
the Kav . pr . that he proposes alternative explanations (e. g. in 
p 57) to meet what his predecessors think about the inadequacy of the 
work. He does not generally overburden his comm with remarks on 
views and topics that are foreign to the line of thought represented 
by the Kav. pr unless they are called for and are meant to broadbase 
the readers’ information and to make him follow the text with intelli¬ 
gent interest and discrimination. The only exceptions to this salutary 
principle we find in his introduction and elaboration of the Buddhistic 
technique of citta and cattta (Kav. pr vt . pp. 73*74) and in his 
vehemence in the outright rejection of the other types of the pramanas 
of Jaunini accepted as figures m the school of Bhoja, both of which 
aberrations are valuable to us m determining his inclinations, the 
period he represents, as also the country to which he belonged, a topic 
which we take up in a subsequent section. 

In the context of the controversy of the kanka vs vrtti, so much 
indulged in by present-day scholars, for which a handle was given by 
some late unwary commentators, Sridhara’s position is very clear and 

4 e. g Kav . prvu on kdr . The vrtu text 

has l The Kav. fr. vt (fol 198a) 

on verse ( fol 112b ) fSJfcT* 35*1 

. 1 sra *rM • i 

5 In connecion with v 54, ( 31T9T ) which is 

culled as a case of the Kav fr vt. (pp. 100-101) 

comments ^ =3 

*r %^r i » 

It would be pertinent to add that even in Mammata’s characterisation 
of based on the principle of it is a case of 

1 Was Mammata following Abhinavagupta who would 
treat such cases as instances of T ) in a 

way that Hemacandra did, and would not accept in 

any case 2 vide Kavydnusdsana (p 38) 


5 
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sound. In the case of kfa. 13° and 13 d there are clear indications 
of the kdnkd being incomplete and unmeaning without the vntu t 
according to Sridhara’s exposition 6 So also in the case of the con¬ 
nection between kar . 19, and 20. Srfdhara explains how the 1 nttu in 
the latter is meant to supply the deficiency in the kar. 7 This cannot 
be the case unless the kar . and the vrtti come from the same authoi 
In the case of kar. 2i b . where there is a palpable repetition of a word, 
to which commentators like Mamkyacandra have conscientious objec¬ 
tions, Srldhara hits at a clever way of justifying the kar text. 8 It is not 
the business of the t/rtfi-author to support the kdnkdkdra even when 
there is a faulty wording or when some important point is missed in 
one connection and thereafter seized. The tradition in other sdstias , 
notably in vyakarana, which has set the standaid for the alankaia 
sastra , is just the other way. This method of approach proves conclu¬ 
sively why some eariiei commentators have not bothered to comment 
on the implications of the vrtti the kau 

text—TTRJT 5 ‘IfNcC* Later commentators like Paramananda 
Cakravartin and Govinda Thakkura have found themselves m a con¬ 
fusing mess in their reconciling the vrtti with the illustration admit¬ 
ted. 9 * * Sridhara’s resourcefulness has thus often come to his rescue. 

A commentary, to be worth the name, must be a mine of infor¬ 
mation, properly arranged and documented. Over and above con- 

6 Kdv . ;pr. vi (p 38) 2Sjsgr 

7 kar. 19 - kdr 20 9 the 

vrttt on which latter reads \ The Kdv. pr vi (p. 48) 

comments—IcgTOfETCl pft *T g — 

8 kar. aiab. wsfi: at|RT. g*T I Kav. pr. vi 

(p. 49). —*3 *mt 5 JFTCT ( 15 $t ) ^rrf^rrs^f sraTftrl%f?r 

1 

9 Kav. pr. vtst. (£ol 112a) fjRTTO^'Tf^ 

Wff ?f?r 5 TT< 3 T I *fT =3 f^RS'W, I The 

Kav. pradipa (p. 329) has —m fT^T — JTfijtT § gjhrat. I 
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firmatory citations from the texts named and explained m full, as is 
the custom with the indigenous waters, m the Kav. pr. there is appo¬ 
site and judicious use of nyayas or maxims of interpretation, which 
are occasionally reproduced in full, but hinted at to drive home the 
point at issue To establish what is asserted m the Kav* pr* Sridhara 
very often cites opinions from his predecessors’ works under the caption 

‘cfsjT the majority of which are derived from 

alankdra texts, some of which are no longer in vogue and some even 
unavailable in mss. As these are rather anonymous, it has been 
difficult to trace them. For the elucidation of the text, generally the 
vrttt portion theieof, as well as for replenishing the alankarasastra 
equipment of the readers so as to make it up-to-date and comprehen¬ 
sive Sridhara resorts to the practice of long explanatory statements, 
with suitable illustrations dtawn from the very works utilised and 
sometimes from kavya literature, under the caption or 

, in the manner of Abhinavagupta. On the question 
whether stock examples of laksana with the requisite provisos fulfilled 
can be styled kavya , he holds to the traditional view and following 
the lead of Abhinavagupta in the Locana supports his position by an 
apt analogy. 12 At the same time he insists on the kavya form of pre¬ 
sentation as conducing to pleasure through its word-content. 13 While 


10 Kav . pr. vu (p 50) ipf, % ‘WFRRgW 

^fcr’ ( 3T. 3T. ^ I VW ) 1 

11 Kav* pr* VI (p 166) facpflftg m the manner of 

the Locana refetence cotrespondmg with the dictum of the Vakya - 
padiya II- 37 OTT^T^nfqf q I We have appended a 

list of the prominent nyayas resorted to by Sridhara in Appendix E ' 
at the end of vol. II 


12 


fasrepisrcft; tTcf * 5 cwr 




SF^T*J- 


13 Kav. pr vt* (p. 39). wwfagfa* —‘fqsftra ff vwm r 
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sticking to the theory oE rasa-content as the sma qua non of kavya 
he explains incidentally the relation of the plot 11 ( vastu ) in the manner 
of specific rasa-wntets. These supplementary or amphficatory observa¬ 
tions, which have for their aim the engendering of real aesthetic taste 
in the reader are never mterpolatory but are brought in the exposition 
of statements in the Kav. pr text like or 

sprigRq. I 1S 

The extra illustrations, adduced by the commentator, which are about 
r8o in number (the total no. of illustrations in the Kav. pr. text is 
593), serve to clarify the points introduced by way of exposition. 
Rucaka in his Sanketa has only 8 extra illustrations, Manikyacandra 
54, Candidasa 126, Govinda Thakkura only 24, and Srivatsalanchana 
in his apparently independent manual Kavyapanksa, which follows 
closely the Kav pr. has 78 (out of a total of 341 illustrations 
adduced). In the Kav. pr. vt. the extra illustrations are culled cither 
from alankara texts or directly from kavyas , with the definite objective 
of driving home the points at issue in his expostion, as 111 the case 
of the original text, where, in the opinion of our commentator no 

1 sit ^ th. i * gr ggng- 

i%8sl 1 sTwrefsr, wsqgaqlw sqfimfcmtTg Tsgcgrfgi;: 1 

•5m sPjTTf, g, sqTfHHf9gr^T*TTgTcI. I 'SfT^cRI., 
f*rcr gigg. srmteT #g fair 

srtJTJit^TsT., wra a^siiRrTfcrsrisra'w fn^rnTTgig. 1 srer 1 

14 Kav pr vt. (p 120):^ c^BTggT g 5T^ts*Sr^!T: \ 

Kav pr ui. (p. X2i):3r^fM%—cTgai«IT iTracftiTT^ *3 JTsrJT«Frfaggl- 
^trt grw 5 5*rrar srsgrfasraMN'-bifaf --vyrn gRsgfgg r^,«raa«ri^rr- 

1 farfara- 

gTWHT glgTSeFST J^SFftfT H srqfacITfa 1 

15 Kav. pr. vitti. (p. 134) trgJT?qg<^gTfI Kav. pr vt. 

(PP *34“3 6 ) 'PPPrtWr *r«rr arot *rst*g swnip- 

sgTHTfafa^ %s:si trg ra w er 

JTMRinpan%T a^i^ww^uH sa’ » . ggr wt—«hj| s g WR r... 

gg^nfaf^fTgfgfast. <TgTtfflTIgTfgfqmTgT^TT#i3t fcg«T- 

TrmHUTfsiftwfgij, 1 • • M *rfa-fg- •. 

W3T’- ( «T. 3TT. f. )■•• signet: I< I 
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alternative illustrations are cited unless called for (ytde fol 114a in 
connection with v. 157, fol. 115b, v. 164), and are, whenever 
necessary, clearly explained. In other commentaries, (barring Rucaka’s 
Sanketa ), they are meant as alternative examples, introduced by the 
caption yadvd and contain a few, which are either their own com¬ 
positions or those of their relations None of these citations in $ri- 
dhara’s commentary is his own composition, while his nearest rival 
Candidasa, who has been described as a Kavtpandttamukhya by 
this kinsman Visvanatha m the Sahttyadarpana (pp. 226, 454, 
Lahore cd. 1938) has sevaral, (including Prakrit verses), some of which 
are fine exhibitions of his poetic talent The two benedictory 
verses 16 at the beginning of the commentary are also so designed as 
to form an integral part of the comm., just like the fiist of the two 
benedictory verses in the Locana , in as much as they reflect the com¬ 
mentator’s views relating to rasa, dbvam and to the role of gunas and 
alankdras (hhusana m the verse concerned) in the characterisation of 
the kdvya consistently with the position of the work commented on 
The business-like approach, as is evinced by its method—and this is 
true of the generality of commentaries in the alankdrasastra and 
other sdstras as well—is responsible to a certain extent for its having 
been confined to a narrow circle of kdvya scholars, because of lack of 
literary flavour and brilliance in style not unmixed with sharpness of 
retort and causticness m comment, features which ensured for Candi- 
dsa, more fervent approval and greater longevity. Thus, because of 


16 Kdv pr. vt ( p. 1 ) 1 

: M The Locana begins similarly wjjf* 

ll (p 1) consistently with the avowed 
object of the author as he notes in the end * 

W The Kattmudz 

(Madras, 1944), which enjoys the unique distinction of being a sub- 
commentary on an alankdra work and is saturated with literary 
flavour, comments (p. 8) — SPC^TT 
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his method and complacence* he was not fortunate enough to shate 
the unique good fortune of popular recognition which fell to the lot 
of the select few of alankara writers like Abhinavagupta, Candidasa, 
and Panditaraja Jagannatha. 

There are certain features of the Kav. pr. vi . which stand out 
prominently as noted below: — 

(I) It has made a very liberal use of the Kav pr sanketa of Rucaka 
(which we have noted in the present edition) and of the Dhv. al. and 
the Locana thereon by citing long extracts from them 

(II) It beats signs of erudition almost in every page and bristles 

with citations from authorities on diverse subjects that are within the 
purview of the topic smjyf is the author’s 

motto. 

(III) In its exposition of the principles and maxims of the work 
it betrays a bus £ot nyaya studies and abounds in citations from 
Buddhistic logical texts. 

(IV) Its comments on the illustrations of the text go no farther 
than the bare adaptation of the principle to the case in hand ( 

) and furnishing stray notes on unfamiliar words and expres¬ 
sions 

(V) Like Hemacandra, who in his Kav. anu. notably in his com¬ 
mentary ( viveka) thereon, gave vent to his views, Srldhara did not fail 
to legister, whereever necessary, the views of the other school represen¬ 
ted by the earlier author Bhoja and made a profuse use of not only 
the Sar kan . abh. but also occasionally of the Srngaraprakasa . Like 
Hemacandra again, he took particular authors as specific authorities 
in the different chapteis and in an unequivocal manner indicated how 
the Kav pr text is formed out of the nucleus of earlier thought. 

To cake these points, one by one. The Kav. pra. vt. is an enlarged 
and ammended version of the Sanketa of Rucaka. It was designed 
as a practical help-book for students who wanted fuller comprehension 
than what is available in that work. In ullasas seven and ten, the 
Sanketa has been supplemented by the findings and formulations of the 
Vyakttviveka and the Alankarasarvasva itself a later work. In ullasa 
eight Vamana has been largely drawn upon and in ullasa nine 
examples have been culled from and the subject treated mainly on the 
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lines of Dandin and Rudrata. The Locana has been borrowed from 
in the exposition of the rasamspatti section to a smaller extent than 
what is expected in explaining the illustrations common to the Dhv 
dl. and the Kdv. pra —it has been the main source-book As Sridhara 
rightly judged, the Locana is the ideal commentary on an alankdra 
work. In this way the terseness m manner and rigidity in presentation 
of the original have been aptly compensated for. This is particularly 
noticeable in ulldsas four and five. It would, however, be wrong 
to suggest that Srldhara slavishly copies hts models. Thus, for 
example, while Rucaka in the Sanketa does not explain the connection 
of the last kdr . of ulldsa two with what is treated in the next ulldsas 
Sridhara—and Candldasa here has followed him—explains it fully 
(p 48 ) in a manner lending support to the panvrtUsahatvdsahatva 
view of Mammata though not formally. Not only does he extend the 
application of the meaning of vyabhicdnhhdva marana.,.as suggested 
by the Dhv . dl. (p. 165), but he has added (p. 85) the example of 
the Kddambanparmaya not noted by Abhinavagupta. He does not 
agree with Rucaka’s interpretation re division of laksams (p. 36) 
and objects to his conception of ubhayasaktmula dhvam (p. 36) 
which, the latter thinks, stands on the view-points of Anandavar- 
dhana’s Dhv . dL (p. 180). He sides with the Kdv. pra in its protest, 
just in the manner of a literary critic, against Anandavardhana’s 
suggestion in relation to the solution of the particular topic of the 
clash between srngdra and sdnta (fol 143b), examines Ananda’s 
view point acquiesced in by Abhinavagupta and points out the 
unsoundeness of the view proposed. 

As the topics dealt with in the Kdv . pra have direct concern with 
the teachings of earlier masters, the observations of Bhamaha^ Dandin, 
Vamana, Anandavardhana, Rudrata, Rudrabhatta, and sometimes 
Bhattanayaka, Bhattata Tauca and Mahimabhatta have to be and are 
utilised by Srldhara either for discussion or by way of confirmatory 
evidence. The views of the sage Bharata are noted every now and then 
One reference—the treatment in extenso of the eighteen types of 
narman (fol. 125b) brought m the treatment of vrlda connection with 
the enumeration—is however not traceable in our available Nat . 
sdstra text and appears to be from an enlarged version thereof. 
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It is actually found in the Das . /tip He lays under 
contribution Hemacandra (pp 46, 51, 52) and the author of the 
Rasdrnavdlankdra 17 There are two notable citations by Sridhara from 
the Bhatta Tauta’s Kdvyakautuka 18 , one of which is first known from 
him, showing that the work had not become rare or obsolete in his 
time and had been prized by him as an important contribution to 
alankara literature. In the case of Udbhata his citations include those 
from his more important but now no longer available work, th tBhama~ 
havwarana , not all of which are second-hand quotations. For the matter 
of topics dealing with rules and technicalities oE grammar he cites very 
often the stitras of Pamm and the view of his expositors amongst whom 
we find Maitreya-Raksita, the author of the T antrapradtpa and Puruso- 
ttamadeva, the author of the Bhdsdvnu and the Jndpakasamuccaya. 1 * He 
is throughly at home with the Katantra and the Candra systems and refers 
to them now and then (e. g. pp. 16, fol. 172b). As to philosophy 
of grammar which has been the fundamental and basic source of the 
theory of vyanjand, his indebtedness to the master Bhartrhari is in¬ 
calculable (e. g. folio 25, 31, 42, 160) He is ever careful to note the 
view of the mtmdmsakas ( vdkyavid ) if and when they are differ¬ 
ent from those of the grammarians ( padavtd ) and assesses the relative 
contribution of the two in the framing of theories m alankdrasdstra. 
In one case/ 0 however, he seems to have been misled by a portion 


17 Kav pr. vt (pp. 8^5) and tippam (p 8) and our paper on 
the Rmamavalankara (J. O I } Baroda vol vin no 4). 

18 Kav pra. vt (p. 9) JTPq- 11 and the verse 

(fol. 148 b) TOT fKTsRT 3 R I TOT 3 TT§- 

11 crar—spnfera ^ i ^eussamr. 

Ittm r: « %S5IfKT^ I jpjjfsfcr *#5ftfsr- 

11 i 


1 9 vide ICdv. pra. vt. (Eol 1x2b). sraq=f ‘?TT'4% qf^f 


fg’-JTTfrfsT I 




20 Kav. pra. vtv. p 170) on the vrtti *• ^S c JTTf. 

q^rsfTfeTJTT I The Eollowing remark in the 

Kattmudt (p. 125) on the Locana passage which is reproduced almost 
verbatim m the vrtti of the Kav. pra. is worth noting—|5«r' SjTWTsR'TOT 
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of the text in the Locana and is wrong in his reference, as we have 
noted m our tiff ant (p. 190). Mammata, following Abhmava- 
gupta closely, refets to the views of the philosopher-grammarians along¬ 
side the view of the two important schools of mimafnsa and shows how ^ 
the Siddbanta in the alankarasastra is different which Sridhara else¬ 
where has noted at great length Among his authorities, (ftama- 
faka) in other fields, the sutras of Patanjah, Gautama and Kanada, 
the Sdnkhyakdnka of Isvarakrsna, the bhasyas of Sahara, Vatsyayana, 
and Vyasa and the TaUvavaisaradt of Vacaspati Misra aie 
drawn upon when necessary. In the field of polity Kautdya’s 
work Arthasastra and the Kamandaktya Ntttsdra 21 are used, 
as is Vatsyayana’s Kamasutra m matters relating to erotics 
(fol. 125a, 128b) in which Srldhara evinces acquaintance with 
the view of the Kuttariimata as well In Tantia the references 
are lather scaice and there is not much of scope for them. In a long 
disquisition on the nadicakia as appearing in the verse sadadbika . (v. 
303 in fol *353-135^ Srldhara appropriates Rucaka’s notes which 
possibly contain citations from Kashmir Saiva Tantras. In the matter of 
references to vacikabbmaya which Stldhara brings in (p. 46), he 
utilises the Ndtyasdstra of Bharata in a section which seems to have 
been a fashionable study at that time in his part of the country. In 
Jyotisa 22 , in which his well-known rival Candldasa testifies to his effi- 

C 'O 

fw tt i 

21 Kav. pra vi. (p. 4) on the vrtti * 15 rTf^RT... — 

TTsrrerfct I I Vide Kav. pra. vi. (fol. 

128b and 209a) on the veise HR ^§'37 where ic comments — 

^rrf^ Wlfsf? ^T#’ I The fragments of 

Kautilya Arthaldstra brought from Tibet by R. Sankrtyayana go 
to show that near about the time of Sridhara this subject was carefully 
and assiduously studied in N. E India, specially Mithila and Nepal. 
Moreover we have to note that Sildhara was a sandbtvigrahtka. 

22 Vide Kav pr.vi (pp. 130-131) on the Kav. pra., kar, 43d, 44 

^ w.. iwrh- 

6 
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ciency, the broad featutes ot computation by arithmetical ptogtcssion 
ate familial things to him. He coirects the mode o£ subdivision o£ 
laksana in ullasa two in the spirit o[ a calculator who knows his busi¬ 
ness well. In these cases his tefeience-books (they are different from 
Bhaskaracarya’s works) ate no longer available. Among minor subjects 
Sridhara’s acquaintances in culinary art 23 and music, of which latter wc 
shall speak in a subsequent section, are noteworthy, 

It has been a fashion with earha commentators of the ICdv . pr. t 
who are posterior to Sridhara, to describe him as a mmdrhsaka . Sir 
dhara in the colophon to his work, however, describes himself as 
a tarkacaiya . Both these absttuse subjects nydya and mlmdfasd w r ere 
his favourite studies, as was the case in the 12th—15th century 
specially with those scholars who wanted to have a sound phi[osophi- 
cal grounding an North-East India, It is no exaggeration to say that 
in both his attainments weie of a high older Amongst his numdih* 
sa citations, from the works of Sabata, Kumatila Bhatta and 
Prabhakara (and his school specially) in his commentary on ullasa two 
are certain extracts which are not to be found in the now-available 
purvamimdfnsd texts. He is quite at home in nyaya philosophy whete 
his creed seems to be nearer to Udayana whom he occasionally cites 
(fol. io6\ 173^, 206 a ). To be nearer the truth, we would say that the 
nydya methodology and technique, evident m his arguments and 
his acceptance of the the pramdnas of nydya , mark him out as a natyd - 
ytka well-versed in sabda and anumdna aspects as then in vogue. 
His occasional references to the views of the Prabhakara school of 
philosophers who were highly in favour in north-east India speci¬ 
ally m Radha in Bengal, as is evident from the Piahodhacandrodaya 
(II.2-3) and from a pointed statement in the Kdv p/a. dtpikd of Candi- 
dasa, who commented on the Prabodhacandrodaya as well, piove that 


\ So also Kav. pra vt. (p.36)on Kdv . pra ., kar . iad, 

I Candldasa and Visvanatha follow Sridhara in this 
mode of calculation and enumeration 


23 Kdv. pr . vt. p. 183. 2T4T 





Kfcl. 1 Ksemendu (^fl. 1 % ^ 


and cRl) also utilises a similar analogy in a general way. 
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there was already in evidence an attempt at a commingling of old 
mimdfnsd and nyaya thought in logical speculation there. A rather 
lengthy discussion about the pramdnas of Jaimini admitted as alankaras 
by Bhoja and some of his followers appears in the Kdv pr vt. on ullasa 2 - 
ten where Srfdhara betrays his nyaya mettle but not in the aggressive 
manner of later logicians. The latter part of the discussion there and 
the unqualified manner in which he, echoing the language of Abht- 
nava in the Locana, isolates himself from the scholastic anumdnavddtns 
who even before the days of Anandavardhana and after him through 
their ingenious manner of arguing challenged the dhvam theory, (e.g. 
Mahunabhatta) and finally in the circle of later natydytkas have 
held that vyanjand is no entity worth admitting, show him to be an 
dlankdnka in essence 25 fully conversant with the authoritative tradition 
of those proficient in kdvyas ( kdvyavtddmnaya ). 

An interesting side-light on Sridhara’s inclinations to and attain¬ 
ments in Buddhistic logic is piovided by his introduction (pp. 73-74) 

24 Kdv. pra. vt. (fol. 204b-2o6a) 

maRa^t I aaTsfaaat fa$a 3R S%a* ctaftaa’ a«TT SWRT, 

=a fa^assfnafmaa • ^^Taaaafamf^awT^ma^#n^ aft- 
aajafaa aia i atsat smRj5icftats«l a afa aftawraaTJta aat^Taa 

ar sfaa^tsfe aar ^mafernr qmfefrsrT- 

sat smaaa 1 sra mfer smqfta 

a mrfa 1 TT^r' tftmmfitaafi&wrfa [ otito ) sm# fmcraasan. amasr 
1 WHH crmt'ra^TUTI, $cT qcRT Simaa afaRfa I cRTfl aR^TTft[- 
wwRiiRiafwmaiJsa am# i era %aa3aa% 

smarmargap&%fcr srntatppp 

25 Kdv pra. vt. (p. 178) on th c Kdv. pra vrttt (sqffmf^TT*- 
sasracapm; 1 a =a sraRtsifaaafaftr amfsmaij,) swRtiT sEpr 
a^riaaea ^raEraa#arfaa<a^ sa/rarafa ...era—* famaifaafaqaqmcrc* 
amfasfaafafafa “sRTa mra i a# mi* % at fam srafas^’ ?fa 
aam^aIa^aftaiRaT^mami%^aTaT• ^faRTaarVifRaTaaiawtaT qa i 

qa^r f%rf#%maTaads^aa minrRsiwa feran i Candidasa (Kdv. pr. 
dip pp. 231-32) says •—feamTamm a^famai i a«rr a«rrsa arrala- 
g^ij^if^at aiaar*?-, qararaa ff ^afamcrarc: i Rita qa aaf ataaTami 
sfa frfaarqaq.» 
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of the concepts of cittd and caitta and on their elucidation -6 as noted 
m Dinnaga’s Nyayabtftdii in the mannei of his exposition of uisatattvd. 
While earlier writers criticised by Abhinavagupta (whose views Mam¬ 
ma ta epitomises in his vitti) dilate on the Yogacara doctrines of 
Buddhistic origin in implementing the tasa ideology ( SRT ^ 

fg^T fire Abb. bh . 

p. 294) Sridhata takes pains (p 74) to establish its connection with 
svasamvedana as established m Buddhistic logic and adumbrated in its 
early stages in the L'lnkdvatarasutui The terms savikalpa and ni/uikalpa 
and the woid svdkha of the ICav. pr vrtti are accotdingly interpreted. 
Srldhara’s reference to the Buddhistic view of laksand as a function of 
meaning (aithavyapdra) and not a function of sabda is also met with as 
a piirvapaksa in his commentary, as in the AhhidbavitUmatika of 
Bhattamukula. 2 - In the alankfaa section Mammata’s vHtt text on 
the figure parydyokt4 (kdr . 115) has introduced the topic of vikalpa 
which in the view of the early commentators smacks of the Buddhistic 
views on pratyaksa (p. 73-74) and has been commented on in that 
way. Srldhara takes a rather non-commital attitude in this matter 
or is not insisting on what was obvious to him 28 

It is noteworthy that his commentary on the illustration- 
portion appears often to be very scrappy. Evidently he was 
led by the notion that the ICdv. pi . to be commented on properly 
requires a full exposition of the kdr m and the vntt alone The 

26 Vide Kav pra . vi. (pp. 73-74 ) —f^TF? 

I frRS’jSdlj in continuation of a reference to 

the Buddhistic dictum l 

27 The pflrvapaksa 1$ thus introduced :—3«J 

sr g ?r ff 

[ The siddhdnta is thus stated —g^sf 

(*T. f. *TT* g* 1°). Sridhara (Kav. pr . 
vt. p 158) i 

28 The Pramdnavdrttika ( I, 88) declares.—?r 

I tg 11 Srldhara echoes 

(fol. 201 a) Rucaka’s statement in the Sanketa — 
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illustrations have to be fitted in the proper context We have 
actually some commentaries which engage themselves exclusively and 
exhaustively with the latter, just as we have also a few commentaries 
like Raghudeva’s Kdnkdrthaprakdsika which have for their scope the 
exposition of the kdnkd portion primarily, Govinda Thakkura’s 
Pradipa is of the same category as the Kdv. p> vi Probably he wrote 
a supplementary pradipa on the udaharana portion (vide the last verse 
of the pradipa ), The inadequacy of Srldhara’s exposition on this 
head is prominent e. g in his comments on vetse 203 ( 
fol. 122a), on verse 255 (^r ^TOT...)—which Hemacandra clarifies 

in his vrttt but Stidham evades (fol 127b),—on verse 309 ( 1 %^^ .. 
fol 137a) which has been harshly commented on by Candldasa in 
his Kdv. pr. dip , on verse 228 ( fi# s£Tfq ^...fol. 149a), which has 
perplexed commentators, on verse 425 ( ) (fol. 112b) 

and on verse 486 ( WT#^^ 5 WfcT...fol. 200a ). In some of these cases 
even the vrttt portion that connects the udaharana is hardly under¬ 
standable with our commentary. 

Different, however, is the case with the uddharanas that come in 
the Kdv. pr. text in the sahddlankdra section, specially those dealing 
with the yamaka and cttra, where the notes are full. On the first 
two verses in ulldsa one ( ...pp. 11-12) and ( 

pp. 14-15 ) as well as on verses 36 ( c^T?TTf%ic2i\..pp, 81-82 ) and 113 
( 133)—and on the veises (p* 130) and 3#f 

(pp 1 35'136) which ate extra illustrations furnished by the 
commentator—the exposition is clear and brilliant. Reasons can be 
adduced for this difference in the mode of exposition. In the case 
of the verses of the first category Sridhara was relying on the comments 
entered in the eatlier commentary on the Kdv. pr, 9 for the second 
on the favourite glosses on the works fcom which these verses are 
derived, e. g. the commentaries on the Kdvyddarsd of Dandin, the 
Kdv. al. Sara. san. of Vamana (unfortunately we have no old commen¬ 
taries on this work available now—Sahadeva’s commentary might have 
been relied on by Srldhara) and the Kdv . al of Rudrata on which the 
gloss by Namisadhu 29 - is drawn upon here definitely. As for the 

29 e. g. in Kdv. pra. vt in its comments on verses 352 
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verses of the last category the comments by Ablnnavapupta as avail¬ 
able in the Locana have been used. Sridhara was suggesting by this 
procedure that readers who want a full information might eonsult the 
standard commentaties thatweie well-known and as a matter of principle 
availed of by all teachers of his time. This remark also applies to 
verses from the known literary classics cited in alankdra works like 
Kav. pr. which required commenting on and on which there were 
commentators, most of whom are forgotten now 

Bhoja has been laid under contribution in the Kav. pr . vu by way 
of supplementing information, 30 not supplied by the ICdv . pr. and 
furnishing illustrations that could be cited to support principles 
brought in afresh. In ulldsa ten, similarly, he is cited or rather an 
older citation is drawn from him. Sridhira like Hemacandra wanted 
students of the Kav. pr. to take a complacent and liberal view of the 
works of Bhoja which were drawn largely upon at the end of his com¬ 
mentary on the ninth ulldsa particularly. It is not at all unlikely that 
a partiality towards the views of Bhoja had exhibited itself before Sri- 
dhara in the manner of study of the alankdrasdst)a in his part of the 
country, which had been reflected in one of the commentaries on the 
Kav . pta. known to him, to which he refers 31 . The consequence was an 


fol. 160b ) and 380 . (fol. i6ya-b), which may 

by compared with Nanusadhu’s commentary (pp. 22 and 55 as in the 
third edition of Rudrata’s Kavydlankdra). 

30 Kav. pra. vu (p, 29) ...which is cited by Hema¬ 

candra also in the Kav. arm. ; the long quotation at the end o£ the 
commentary on ninth ttllasa (fol. 1693-1708) and in u l las a ten with the 
exract ...( fol 204a ). Srldhara introduces this 

extract by way of explaining the of Mammata’s vrtti on the 

figure 3 rg?TR 1 

31 Kav. fr. vu (fol, 151a) in its comment on srrait in the 

Kav. fra. vrtti on kar. 71 ( gigw ) ir^PsT 31 ! 

1 This particular commentator is referring to the view of 
Mammata as based on that of Abhinavagupta in the Locana ,—trgpp 
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aversion to the more logical view o£ the Kashmir poeticist. From 
Srldhara’s time, however, the partiality to the views o£ the Kashmuians 
became a settled fact in his part of the country, a tendency which 
went on for no less than fout centuries thereafter as is evident by the 
latge number of commentaries on the Kao fra. and by the manner 
of Jayadeva in the Candraloka in his treatment of the subject. 

The Prakrit verses—and they are more than one tenth of the total 
number of illustrations (to which an additional quota has been sup¬ 
plied by Sridhara himself who includes several from Bhoja’s works)— 
show by their exposition that Sridhara was following closely the method 
of the Locaaa and the Sanketa of Rucaka in this matter. These 
wuters insert alternative ebay a renderings and even go to the extent 
of pitch-foiking explanations of words in their chaya text (e g in v. 
7, 8. 67, 71, 83), sometimes Sridhara gives a better chaya more in 
line with the Prakrit text (e.g in verse 103). While commentators have 
seldom taken interest in the text of the Prakrit gdihds , Srldhara’s inti¬ 
mate acquaintance with Ptaknt grammar {vide Kav . pr. Vi pp. 51, 52) 
and metrics has led him to a different course. Candidasa (e g. Kav . 
pra. dip. pp. 78, 8i) ? and Saiasvatltlrtha in their rendetings 
(e.g. of verse 91) choose to follow the readings as available 
to them in texts in spite of the fact that they were liable to cor¬ 
ruption, because of the scribe’s inadvertence and to resort to bold ten¬ 
derings which are hardly petmissible (eg. vihalamkhalam in v. 91 is 
rendered into vihvalam khalam ). A side-light into Stldhara s etudi- 
tion on this head is offeted by his citation of a verse (p. 121) from the 
kbandakatha named Madhumathanavijaya which is not known to 
have been used by any eatliet commentator. 

In spite of the best efforts of the commentator, it would appear 
that there are certain portions which are not in the best form , e.g. the 
commentaty on the sixth ulldsa, the shortest one in the text, should 
have dilated more on the implications of the word gunapradbanyafoh 
appearing m kdr. 48, read in the context of the dictum pradha- 
nena vyapadesa bhavantt, to which Mammata has given his unquali- 

5TT*T 3W- I 

(p- 79) > 
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fled assent by his mode of treatment as we have noted above and to 
which the commentator has appealed in that context, Mammata’s 
vitti thereon because of its emphasis on spbutasya rasasydnupalambhdt 
piesages confusion with the prionty of the claims of sphutdlankdraviraha 
as noted in the vHli on kdr . 3, and this item had led some to decry 
him, a dhvamvadin by conviction, as one who had a soft corner in his 
heart towards the school of Udbhata, who is remembered as mahat 
by alankdra writers. 

Sridhara’s commentaty on ulldsa seven is just of the pattern of 
works that explain only the lines of the text and do nothing more. 
In the tenth ulldsa he appears to be in hot haste to finish his self- 
imposed job. There is no doubt that we have here an amassing of 
information deuvcd fiom eaihet writets, particularly Rudiata, Bhojaand 
Rucaka. There is a palpable lack of reasonable appraisement which 
is his fo)te elsewhere e. g in ulld$as two, four and five. While $ri- 
vidyacakravar tin’s charges against him on cettain counts, e.g in 
connection with the figute svabhduokti (T. S. S. edn. vol II p. 339) 
may appear to be flimsy, the gravamen of his accusation 33 that he is a 
bit absent-minded is on the whole well-founded. 

There is a manifest falling off in the standard in what would have 
been otherwise considered as one of the best portions of his commen¬ 
tary in ulldsa IV, viz 5 in the mtetptetation of the vrtti on the rasams- 
patti section where the views of the siddhdntm are atrived at and are 
ascribed in the original text to Abhinavagupta, the great Saiva philo 
sopher. Sridhara’s bias towatds Buddhistic thought noted above has 
made him oblivious of the fundamental basis of this presenta¬ 
tion as piopounded in the Trika Saiva philosophy 33 of Kashmir. This 
was indisputably needed to understand the presentation of this topic 


32 T. S. S. edn. vol II p 289 —SRT: SlfgfaRT- 

5 ^ 5r ^ srw \ M* 

\ M^cr. mm^ikdr. 134)3^- 

sr swrap* 1 



33 Vide our papers on the Corner-Stones of Rasa Ideology 
( AJ O C. Nagpur pp. 253-67) and the Cardinal Tenets of the 
Saiva System of Kashmir ( Annals B.O.R. L Vol XXIX ). 



in the Kdv. pr. which was nurtured m this ideology and has eventually 
coloured its approach to the other important categoiy o£ the sastra , 
viz. alankdra proper, 3 - where the conception of the particular figures 
like uddtta> bhdvika and ullekha (a figure not mentioned in the Kdv. pr. 
but admitted in the Alankdrasarvasva) in the navya school had much 
to do with the pratyabhijna-darsana This had been distinctly noted by 
Rucaka, elaborated by Jayaratha and accepted in toto by Vidyadhara 
in the Ekdvali. In the Locana of Abhinavagupta which has been Srl- 
dhara’s neverfailing guide, this basic creed has merely been hinted at in 
his explanation of the word pratyabhijneya 35 (whether that word bears 
the technical meaning there is a matter of doubt) found in the supple¬ 
mentary kdr. eight of the Dhvanydloka bringing in the topic of the 
appreciation of the essentials of kdvya. Sridhara has had little 
chances, so it is surmised, of being familiar with the Abhmavabhdrati 
where in chap. VI, there is a full account of the nature of samvid on 
its bearing on rasamspatti (pp. 277-286). 

The collation of the two mss. reveals that occasionally in either 
of them some portions are left out and the apparently disconnected 
portion of the text in one has to be implemented by the other. Here 
it is also just possible that the scribes of hoth the mss. have left out 
portions which are not available now Moreover no less than twenty- 
two of the 119 folia of the older mss. are missing. Important words 
in the vrtu are found not commented on, specially key-words, which, 
to say the least, looks strange and unexpected. We have noted, as far as 
possible, no less than half a dozen prominent instances of accidental 
omissions in our tippanl , some of which may be cited/® of which the 


34 Vide Kashmir Sawa D&rsana s Impress on AUnkdras ( / O.L 
Baroda, vol. Ill, pp. 245-252 ). 

35 p. 30. .. 

11 1 inwrfa 

mi WR * 5 l 

36 Kdv . pr. vi. p 102—no comment is entered on 

( Vide our paper on Two Nyayas in Relation to 
the Dhvam Creed 1.0 J. Baroda, vol. IV. no. 4. pp. 394-494 ) > 

7 
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last but one has a parallel in the Sanketa of Manikyacandra. 87 The 
question of interpolation of pottions does not come up fcr such woiks 
because of their circumscribed circulation amongst competent scholars 
and because of such works being ousted by later commentaries which 
came to fill in their place. In one passage we have, however, in one 
mss. a careless insertion which is no part of Srldhara’s commentary 
(in fol. 172a), as noted in our Upparii there. 

Not merely in the Prakrit verses where Webei’s monumental work 
in connection with the Gabasattasal text has given us an indication 
of how texts have differed in different recensions and partly because 
of the personal equation, but also in other illustrations including those 
which 5 rfdhara has supplied, there are diffetences from the accepted 
readings of modern times which can not fail to arrest one’s attention 
It would be bold to say that they were amended as a result of criticism 
levelled against them, for some of these are immune from dosas 
enlisted in the standard works In some of the verses from well-known 
classics such as the Raghuvafnsa , 88 the Malafimadhava , 39 the 

Kdv. pr . vtv. p. 160 9 while commenting on the mtmafnsd dictum 

**has merely I 

So in p. 163 —sptot 
\ qqr—^0%** , fol. 124a. wr 

$ —( v. 236 ) g# 1 cfgp* cism— i 

Obviously something is left out between the two sentences in both cases. 

37 In his commentary on the vrtu .—^W3FWr^«TT*f: i 

snwrsf wvz i ^ ^ 

^ > * 

38 Kav. pr. vt. p. 121 Raghu VII. 17 in Sridhara’s reading 

gjTg^cT Sjf^Ffffa'-the accepted reading o£ Malimatha etc.— 

sr%rnf^nTT?r ^fffcr*-• , Raghu VI 63 in Sndhara’s reading p. 

163 is ?t%rr sEsqrfiSr ^ *H[l%-..the generally accepted reading being 
qT# ..V. 295. T3>TCffa>...( fol. 130a ) is not found in the 

present Vtkramorvast text. 

39 *rr. *TT. Ilvs % SITU ?r •-reads in the third line 

Sfe-..which Sridhara ( and so does Hemacandra ) reads g^qqj gl tt 3 



Ratndvall and the V eriisafi/ihara we have such differences of reading* 

__ _ D 

We have shown the readings in the text as are accepted by 
Srldhara (this also has been the case m the readings of the 
Kav. pr. vrtti which is occasionally read differently here). In 
the case of the drama Tdpasavatsardja** , popular with Anandavar- 
dhana and Abhinavagupta but in later days almost forgotten, there is 
also a marked difference in reading in a passage cited. In some of 
these cases Sridhara’s readings are much better. It is a pity that 
Candldasa and Srividyacakravartin who have criticised Sridhara have 
not often cited extracts from the Kdv* pr. vi. so as to help us to check 
the readings of our mss. 

The Kdvyaprakdsaviveka provides us with opportunities for resto¬ 
ring the text of the Sanketa of Rucaka where it is defective. Like the 
°vtveka itself (for a considerable part of the work) the Sanketa had to be 
edited entirely from one mss. (Buhler’s collection). We have noted 
cases 41 in our notes to the edition of that work, where such a device 
had to be resorted to. In our available Locana text, passages from which 
also have been largely drawn upon by Sridhara, every careful scholar 
must have noted the dubious readings, not to say of the lacunae m the 
printed editions of that work, specially in uddyota three. This 
perhaps was inevitable because m spite of its valuable contents it was 
in the middle ages substituted and ousted by works like the Kavya~ 
prakdsa itself. In two of the readings of this portion our commenta- 




*TT. *JT. *11* 


T -the accepted reading is 

*FT5R snjf weft' -Sridhara reads ^T^TRr 

V. 230. o?for—(fol. 124b) is not 

read now in the Mai . ma. 

40 f. ^T, in Kdv . pr . vt. ( fol. 186b ) reads 

VKFRlt §3% \\ The printed edn. ( ed Yatiraja, Melkot) 
reads ftfiraL • 55. I qM.. .TTCFRT 


5*3% II 

41 Vide our notes in Rucaka’s Sanketa p. 17 ( fn. 16 ), p. 19 

( £n - 2 4 ) , P- 22 ( £n - 3 8 )> P* 2 3 ( £n - 39 ) 3 P- 4 ° ( £n * 4 )> P« 59 

( fn. 19 ) 
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tor has given good and dependable readings 42 Hemacandra also has 
helped us in some dubious readings shown in our paper on die contri¬ 
bution o£ The Eleventh Century Poettctsts of Kashmir ( A . 5 *. Letters 
vol XXIII no I). Two of these prominent works, the Vakroktifwita 
and the Vyaktiviveka , have been drawn upon by Srldhara, as by 
Hemacandra, The readings in the printed editions of these books 
are not always satisfactory. A half-verse 43 in the definition of apusta, 
an arthadosa, is palpably left out. (Ty. vi . p. 392), Sridhara in one 
passage apparently cites from the Vyaktiviveka from which there 
are a few citations in the commentary, though that passage is not 
present in the printed edition. Somesvara in one of his characteristic 
references cites a kanka from the Vakrokupvtta 4,5 in a form which 
serves to correct the reading of our text. We are not sure whether 
any of these later commentators Srldhara and Somesvara is directly 
indebted to Hemcandra for such references, though there are instances 
where such a suspicion is bound to crop up in both the cases. 

42 Sridhara’s reading ( fol. 157a) of the last two lines the 

Dbv. al . loc . (p. 143) is Tf| ^jbnr (the printed 

Locana reads • ) , Kav . pr vu ( p. 

134). * 13 $ 3 TT fWftPTT fan ■—should be 

substituted for the corrupt reading in pp. 153-54. Locana (N S. edn.). 

43 Vide V Raghavan’s Bhoja's Srngdraprakasa (p. 251), where 
on the authority of Hemacandra’s Kav . amt, this half-verse is shown 
to have been part of the text. 

44 Kav pr. vu (fol. 126b) has—g^rT 

ST: II cl% \ Vide the vrtti in the Vy vt . p. 243-244. 

a^r^tsfqr 1 ft 

whwft 1 fw ^nflhr 

1 #f>8r *n^rraT^Rft%* qfwrcctfa ?rRi«rr i 

45 P. V. Kane. ( H S.P. p. 216) —rTW 

frat 1 ggarrft Rrf^r^ n The printed 

edn. (p. 45) reads •—*FSif?r ;=Rr ^ UTH^. •••actually the vrtti here as 
printed comments on trFTf: StffrT \ Moreover ?F5rf% is an awk¬ 
ward word in a kanka like this. 
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Amongst later illustrious commentators Candldasa and Srividya- 
cakravartin have occasionally heaped up abuses on Sridhara for what 
they think to be his perverted judgment specially in relation to 
the application of mlmdntsa maxims, for his inconsistency and for 
inadequacy in equipment in certain subjects, though it is none-the- 
less a fact that they too have derived immense benefit from his work. 
It is, however, to be noted with pleasure that they have never tried 
to controvert any siddhdnta of his with reference to alankdrasdstra , 
the real subject of the commentary. The apparent exception is m 
Srlvidyacakravartin’s observation with respect to the citation from 
Bhamaha in ulldsa VI (p. 130) whose view according to him Srl- 
dhara could not understand. This is hardly the case and we have 

discussed this view in our tiffani there. Srividyacakravartin has, 
however, not been sparing m praise with regard to the net contribution 
of Srldhara in the matter of kdvyamlmamsa and has spoken of him 
as the foremost of the scholars interested therein. 46 

In spite of Srldhara’s faults of omission and commission, 

(e. g. p. 96., fol. 125b) of his elaborate as much as his pithy 
statements, he has produced a work which will benefit every 
student of the Kdv. fra. As Rajasekhara 4 * points out, an 

alankdra mbandha must aim at creating interest in the study of 
kdvyas p at comprehension coupled with discerning judgment (vtveka) 
in the matters touched on. This again is possible when the 
readers’ range of studies is widened and side by side there is 

engendered in him a spirit of diving deep into tne essence of kdvyas 
(,satkdvyatattva ) so as to yield aesthetic pleasure 48 . Anandavardhana 


46 T 4 *rg^—trer wftraTft i srcrf* 

€StS3RTfir: % U* (T.S S edn vol, II, p 289) 

47 wapflfflOT S \ \ (G.O.S. edn.) SR 

5 T: I 5 I %% 5 T. 

n and rr: 

_ > __ r- A — !S ♦ , 

SpT R 33 RIT ’ThTT^T I 

48 -i 

gsfrr stfsTcTTfSTSTH: II ( Dhv. al. p. 246). 
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took this as the real objective of kavya study when he referred to the 
two angles of critical vision, one in the shape of scholarly comprehen¬ 
sion ( yatpasctft drstih) and the other m the process of rasa realisation 
(vyaparavafi rasan rasayttufn drstih ). With his back-ground of train¬ 
ing in tarka and mlmamsa , his erudition in the different branches of 
technical knowledge, with an inexhaustible fund of good-will to¬ 
wards the poets and with an intimate acquaintance with every note¬ 
worthy work of alankara , Srldhara was pre-eminently fitted to discharge 
this task and he has discharged it to the best of his ability. That is 
why the scribe in one of our mss. has completed his work with a 
verse, 49 the idea of which has been very clearly and cleverly express¬ 
ed by a Buddhist logician poet of the ioth century, where the 
work of the real scholar has been compared to that of a diver in the 
bottom of the sea, intent on finding out gems. 50 


49 ^^er-’-in ka mss. ( see Intro . p. vi) 

50 This is the verse of the Buddhist kavitarktka JnanasrI.— 

(2) ff^ f^cr 1 

ferfqr *m- 

fR r. * 3^5 11 

# This is v. 1697 of the Subhasitaratnakosa (p. 292, Harvard 
Oriental Senes vol. 42). The reading in the second line may be 
emended thus —^R^***We have a similar line in Chittapa’s 
verse (Skm. III. 36) • I 
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D, Sridhara—Hts Date and Country* 

Sndhara is a veiy common name in the history of Sanskrit litera¬ 
ture, About one hundred years might have intervened between 
Rucaka’s mature production the Alankarasarvasva (about 1150)—which 
along with his Kdv . pr* sank . was drawn upon by Srldhara—and the 
Kav* pr, dip the next important commentary by Candldasa, who was 
the younger brother of the grandfather (according to one reading, the 
great-grandfather) of Visvanatha, the author of the Sdb . dar . (first 
quarter of the 14th century). During this period there have been at 
least three Sridharas who made their name in different departments 
of knowledge. One of these is the (chief) minister of king Nanyadeva 
of Mithila and of his son Gangadeva, who lived near about 1150 A.D., 
but not much after. From the account we have of him as the author 
of an inscription, 1 II it is far from likely that he was our commentator. 
In the Kdvya pr vi , Srldhara, in spite of his being a sdndhivtgra - 
htka> is reticent to a degree about his patron, while the minister- 
author of the inscription, which K. P. Jayaswal edited in the /.B. 
O.R.S. vol. IX (pp. 302-04) offers superlative praise to his master as 
well as to a work of his. Then there was the kdyastha Sridharadasa, 
mahamdndahka, (the son of Batudasa, mahasamantacddamant and a 
friend to the king Laksmana Sena of Bengal) who compiled the Sadu- 
kttkarndmrta in 1205 A.D. There was a third important Sridhara, a 
southerner, the author of the Smrtyarthasdra , a mbandha work which 
might have been composed a little prior to the Saduktu k.a. (H. 
Dh . I p. 337). The facts that none of these writers makes any 
mention of their alankdra attainments and that our commentator was 
a sdndhivtgrahika and a tarkdcdrya as well, rule out his identification 
with the two latter authors who are also rendered improbable by our 


l sfalH. 5TT«I7f^sNrT ( £3- ) 1 srfaj fW 

II As tradition goes, this Sridhara, a kayastha by caste was 
(prime) minister to King Gangadeva, son o£ Nanyadeva. It is also 
held that this Sridhara served both the father and the son ( H.M. p. 
241 ; also tbtd p. 264). 



commentators indication of his own spoken dialect 4 * which certainly 
is akin to Hindi, if it is not exactly Maithill). A fourth hypotheti¬ 
cal name may be discussed in this connection, because of similarity in 
nomenclature noted in the Kityakalpatam, where names ending in 
dbara appear at least among the ancestors of the great legist Laksml- 
dhara, who belonged to Kanauj, in the dialect of which a word like 
khatnevah might be posited as also from his being a mahdsdndbtvi- 
grahika (cf. colophon in the Kavya pr. vu ulldsas I, II, III, and IV) 
We know that this designation and the office attached thereto go by 
hereditary connections. Our Srfdhara, however, neither quotes 3 any 
specific smtU or dbarmasastra mbandha except general statements like 
that appearing in fol. 117a, which are not traceable in any such work 
nor does be rake notice of puramc authority and of its application in 
interpreting textual illustrations, about half a dozen of which are 
amenable to such a treatment. 

Fiom the time that mss. kha of the Kav. pr . vi. 9 noted in 
section came to the notice of scholars (Srldhara’s work, however, 
bad been known from two other mss. enlisted in the Cat . Cat .), the 
opinion has been unanimously voiced, though no specific reasons have 
been assigned for it, that Sridhara belongs to Mithila. H. P. Sastri 
in his Report (1895-1900), Manomohan Chakravarti in the J.A S.B. 
(1915) and quite recently Upendra Thakur (m H M . pp. 262, 288) 

2 Kav. pr . vtv. fol. 136b:—)TOft 1 % 
l The vtcaktla , like the malltkd (jasmine), blossoms 
when the spring is matured ( ) and summer has set in. cf. 

Kdvyamtmamsa chap. 18. p. 109—; 
p. no—5 p. m m f^cW 
TO \ The bhdsa form probably hints as the joint 

texture of the petals as is the case in malhkd or bel flowers. 

3. e. g. in comments on v, 180, 26^ 427. The inquisitive 
readet may refer for the first to Manusafn. iv. 48, 50, 56 and to 
Vtsnupur . in. 11. 9, 12, 13: for the second to Manusafn . iv. 129 
and to Kulluka’s note on qfrfwr therein; and for the last to 
Manusafn. vu. 13 as also to the Dharmasastra adage, 
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are all agreed on this* but the date when he flourshed had not engaged 
the attention of scholars. The circumstantial evidence of the find of 
this mss, coupled with the author's long citations from the Nydya - 
kusumdfyah (pp. 175 fol. 173a, 206a) of Udayana and the promi¬ 
nent works of Buddhists like the Lankdvatdrasutra , the Nydyabmdtt 
and the Pramdnavdrttika (pp 72, 73, 74, 174, 175), which were 
systematically studied and criticised in the Mithila schools in the 
ioth-ijth centuries, and from the references to the Rasdrnavdlankdra , 
which very likely was a compilation of Mithila (vide our paper thereon 
in /. O. /. Baroda, vol. VIII. no. 4) take us a long way to establish 
this. The intimate connection of Mithila and Orissa, which during 
this period (xith-14th century) made its mark not merely in the 
political history of N. E. India, but also in literary intercourse, was 
manifest in the Orissan poet-critic Candldasa’s study of the Kdv. fr . 
vt, and of the Mithila rasa-wntct Dharmadatta using a work of the 
Orissan master Narayanadasa noted in the Sdh. dar. This was one 
of the many tangible evidences of Mammata’s work being recognised 
as the standard alankara text throughout the country and as being the 
tie that has bound them together* 

There are, however, other cogent reasons, which lead us to the 
same conclusion. Sridhara has referred to and cited from an earlier 
commentary on the Kdv . fr. by Vacaspati Misra, to which we drew 
the attention of scholars several years ago. 4. In a subsequent paper 
on the subject, 4 5 we have, on the basis of information available from a 
dated commentary on the Natsadhacanta by Bhavadatta of Mithila, 
arrived at the conclusion that this Vacaspati Misra belonged to Mithila 
and lived near about 1200 A.D. Later commentators on the Kdv . fr. $ 
like Candidasa, Visvanatha, Bhaskara Misra and Bhimsena Diksita cite 
from Vacaspati’s work, but these citations aie second-hand, derived 

4 In A Forgotten Commentary on the Kdvyafrakdsa [A /.O.C. 
Proc . IX session, Trivandrum pp. 492-99). 

5 In Visvanatha Kavzrdja and Fits References to Forgotten 
Alankara Writers ( J.O.L Baroda, Vol III, no. 4 , pp. 357-365 ), 
where Dharmadatta, the son of Vacaspati Misra is assigned to about 
1235 A.D. 

8 
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from Srldhara’s work. Some of these writers, including Candldasa 
himself, seemed to have confused him with the sarvatanttasvatantra 
Vacaspati Misra ( Kdv . ft dtp p. 131). These citations continued 
even to the end of the 16th centuiy Panditaraja of Mithila, another 
commentator on the Kdv. pr., (it seems ftom mss. in the Dacca Uni. 
collection), may have known him indirectly, to whom he refers as 
prdncab (fol. 4a prdacastu gurub kbedam , fol. 134a. andloctta 
tU prdncab). Some of these views are not compatible with Kashmi¬ 
rian orthodox thought, 6 though they have received support from com¬ 
mentators like Candldasa. In the case of interpretation of the verse- 
illustrattons—though this is scanty—there is sometimes a freshness of 
approach and a boldness of conception. Srldhara, as his text shows^ has 
steered midway between these divergent views. Vacaspati’s commen¬ 
tary was certainly amongst the earliest, if not the earliest one by a 
non-Kashmirian scholar. 

It would not be irrelevant to point out that the two schemes of 
study in the alankdrasdstra % one based on extensive application of 
the principles of nyaya (including Buddhist nydya) and mtmdrnsd , and 
the other on the analytical treatment of rasas and bhdvas which have 
engrossed the attention of Mithila writers for over four centuries, are 
traceable in their bare outlines m Sridhara’s work. As to the latter, 
Sridhara’s commentory had not much ot scope because the Kdv. pr. 
text precludes a detailed investigation thereof. The only work that had 
done it in his country, the Rasdrnavdlankara , was a compilation, in no 
way professing even to be an authonty. As for the former, Sridhata is 


6 e. g Kdv . pr.vtu pp. 11-12 . —q 
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as the kdnkd text in its bearing on the plan o£ treatment followed in 
the work, confirmation of the principles vouchsafed by the practice of 
poets, a point never too much insisted on by commentators,—illustra¬ 
tions from and references to not very well-known works, subdivisions 
of entities not directly hinted at in the original text, distinction of 
entities according to the canons of the original text, distinction of 
entities according to logical consistency. A few 8 deal with the inter¬ 
pretation or adaptibihty of examples cited and with the soundness or 
otherwise of the principles followed in the vrttt text. Both the 
writers are quite at home with the two alankdra texts of Bhoja 
but they were separated by a fair interval of time. The reference 
(p. 46), by Ratnesvara to a commentator on the Kdv. pr. who was 
his fellow-pupil (sahddhydytn) can by no stretch of imagination 
be to £ndhara, as the Kdv . pr* 01. (fol. 158b) proves decisively® 
Moreover Ratnesvara refers to the Kavtkalpalatd of Devesvara (in Sar . 
kan . dbh . p. 62) which is known to be a work of the 14th century, 

(HSP, HP) 


205a. 

8 


%fo^Kdv. pr.vu 

fol. 204a f p. 330. %fe~Kdv. fr. vt. fol. 

: 1 <r«nfc ^rq^rr •-» iiTO i g ^r i 

c.g. ,btd ? . 4. ?t^t. F* w- 

fol. x 12b (definitionof srcmr or p. 11. irsTtif • 

SrrfsRTT = Kav. fr vt fol. 116b. • , 

p. 45. ?T5 V$fe---'F'<n.=Kav.fr. vt. fol. 127a. 

WHjtsft", p. 166 in comment on ifa 
Kav. fr. vt. fol 133a, p 186 in comment on gRTRqft ttr.. = Kav. fr. 
vt. fol. 161a , p. 187. in comment on (3*5 

fr. vt. fol 160b .^rp^IT , 

p. 187. in com on ^m^=Kav. fr. vt. fol. x6xb-x6 2a 9 p. 188 in 
comm, on ^if^RT• • = Kdv . fr vt fol. 161a. 

9 - sqsrprf^BT ^ *• •• 11 

*» SJ P% 1 fc • sfcrsii#? 1 The Kav. 

fr. vt. on this topic notes:—*rwR«Ml4(ijtil4HHlR«bl, ffctkT g 

WI- I Moreover it does not adduce the illustration 
poted by Ratnesvara. 
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. T[ ] CVC are two references 10 the KSv - r- w. one to Dial delivery 
( vactkdbhtnaya ) and the other to the relation of ragas with the rasas* 
backed by authoritative sanction as well as illustrative citations (p. 46). 
These are now know to be from the monumental work Sarasvafihr- 
daydlaakara of king Nanyadeva of Mithila, which deals with these 
aspects of dramaturgy* Nanyadeva in the work above named refers 
to himself 10 as the one receptacle or the limit far excellence ( ekabhumi ) 
of ragas , an apt epithet when we remember that no less than 180 ragas* 
very many of which ate desi ragas noted first in hts work, are treated 
by him. King Nanyadeva is reported to have achieved distinction 
as a literary figure eclipsing the fame of king Bhoja 11 even and 
ranking as one of the foremost authors on music. He is remembered 
with reverence by Sarngadeva, the author of the Sangltaratnakara 
(13th century). The passage in the Kav . fr. v %. (p. 169) which 
relates specific ragas 13 to specific rasas refers to rdgavzds . Presumably 


10 J.A.H.RS. vol. I p. 56 (fn) 

II as ia the introductory portion of the Sar. hr. al. In 
the light o£ reliable evidence, the epithet often applied by the 

author to himself is differently intended from the later ?TTf%f, 

the author of the San. rat. which mentions ( «TF 3 R 5 Tra...I 18a) as 
authorities and applauds the latter’s exposition of ragas particularly. 

x x <ra?fr t » 

Cf. Natyasastra ( N. S. edn ) ’aSTTCCISRh I — 

#^ 3 ^^ a#x?rT II • I =3 3TTf%- 


■‘IRferRiv II , also ch. XVII in the G O.S. edn. 

(vol II. p. 387). 

12 Kav. pr. vi. p 169 tpi Trra^T^fiW 
WTqtoK I STT ^ < The Sar. 

■s, 

hr. al ( B. 0 . R. I mss fol 141. ) in ch. 9 ( ) v. 23-25 

has.—f lpfo a t jrrawT^- 1 u 

tfifVrsftr 1 *RT*T% 3>R: ^W^TRPTf: II 

tr% ^i f S r ^ TT TFT # 341 * >Tt3% II For the tracing of these passages 

I am indebted to Dr. Akin Danielou, now of the InsUtut Ftancts d' 
Indologte, Pondicherry as well as to Dr. C. P. Desat of iatapur. 
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the reference is to the kingly author of Mithila. The other reference 13 
is to kiku intonation as a determinant of meaning. It is recognised by 
Rajasekhara in the Kav mint* (p. 31) (a work not laid under 
contribution by Sridhara) as a pathadharma and reiterated by Bhoja with 
illustrations. This distinctive view was opposed by Mammata and Visva- 
natha but found favour with a considerable section of alankara writers ; 
and these include notably Rucaka, Srfdhara and Candldasa amongst 
the commentators of the Kav , pr. In our paper A Reference %n the 
Sahityadarpana and Deductions Thetefrom (P. 0 . Vol. XII pp. 47*61) 
we have traced the historical setting of this issue, which in its origin 
is a specification of Bharata’s observation on vagabhtnaya . The 
opposite party has taken their stand on the dictum *T 

Sridhara’s partiality for this section and for music generally, 
which furnishes an analogy to panaka rasa 1 - is evident. 

These arguments, winch serve to confirm what was at best a con¬ 
jecture about Srldhara’s country as Mithila, help us at the same time 
to fix his date. The use of Vacaspati Misra’s gloss would make Sridhara 
not earlier than 1200 A.D. And thus the upper terminus would 
have to be shortened by 50 years. There can, therefore, be no hesita¬ 
tion in dating him, in the fi<*st quarter of the 13th century, as we can 
allow a period of 25 years for the Kav pr vi to be known in Orissa 
and be a subject of academic discussion and comment. Whether Sridhara 

Dist. Thana, Bombay, who is editing the Sar . hr . al. for the Khairagarh 
Music University* M. P. 

13. in pp. 46-47 Kav. pr. vi where in our Uppam we leferred 
to the Nat . sds. ( ch. xvu v. 10 G. O, S edn. ) which actually 
reads a bit differently. Srldhara’s citation is from the Sar hr . al ch x 
v. 64. as Dr Danielou informs me —qjfiqcr- 

i qqiferarrc: trer u m f? 

14. Kdv.pr. vu p. 171. mi f| 

5 Rf^F% I The Brhaddeii ( I. 89-90, T. S. S edn pp 
94-95 ) remarks. — \ mi aggfwR: 
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was himself a Maithila, or one domiciled there, with his family 
belonging to N. W. India (where Hindi in its older form was spoken, 
as evidenced by Ins use of the word noted above) is, however, 
immaterial^ since his connection and association with its life and 
culture are direct and are proved by a lot of internal evidences 

With these data before us, it is not difficult to determine 
the king whom he served as sandhivigrahika . 15 Though Srldhara 
nowhere mentions his royal master, this can in no way be regarded as 
a significant omission, for Srldhara is by nature and temperament 
eserved and he gives us no details about himaelf. Nanyadeva s 
grandson Narasimhadeva, 16 (1187-1228), who, as the ruler of 
Manila, was still maintaining a show of its old prestige and position, 
was very likely Sridhara’s master. 

Plan of the present edition. 

We have piesented the Kav . pr. text as Srldhara reads it with 
the kankds and the verses numbered. In the case of the former, a 
kartka is given one number, where we have a full verse, as is generally 
the case in printed editions of important works like the Dhv. aL 
For the Kav . pr. vt, 9 we have given the readings as in our mss, 
except m cases where they are faulty. In a good number of such 
cases, wheie the orthographical etrors are palpable they have been 
emended. In some of them the readings as in the inss. have been 
tetained with queries noted against them. It is felt that there are 
still a few corrupt readings left and this was inevitable. In the case 
of the illustrations, that are repeated, we have not counted them 
again, but indicated the number thereof where first such occur. We 
have also reckoned the prose illustrations and numbered them. Thus 
the number of illustrations shown here is 593 and not 603, as m 

Jhalkikar’s edition. 

15. Probably as he was the chief minister of war 

and peace which post was equivalent to that of the minister in 

charge of external affairs of these days. 

16 K. P. Jayaswal cited in HM. (p. 264) describes Narasuhha- 

deva as *a weak king 5 * 
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There are two ocher depattures from the way in which this work 
has been so long presented. We do not stick to the practice of not¬ 
ing the number of kdnkds . The kdnkd number in such editions is 
142, the sutra number is 212, of these extra 70, some are unneces¬ 
sary, more than half of which are in the alankdra section ( ulldsa ten). 
This differentiation is neither necessary nor called for in over half of 
the text. In some cases, and that particularly in ulldsa ten, the points 
noted are different, and in some the division is awkward as in kdr . 

18c ( ytsiste laksand naivam) with vydkhydtam as the v)tti thereon. 
Similarly in kdr, 20a, 2U, 41c, 43c and 46cd ( bheddstadekapancdsat 
with vydkhydtdh as the vrtti) and in kdr . 73a (vrtti reading as vdcyd 
vaktavydh ), kdr . 80c ( ojahprakdsakdirvarnaih ). 

The present edition notes within brackets the sources cited 
verbatim for the vrtti. In case where the Kdv, pr, vi # has pointed 
this out, we have not shown the source in the body of the text. The 
solitary instance of kdi 29, which is VI. 15 (G. O, S. edition) of 
the Nat, sdstra , is not so shown here, for the idea has been to keep 
the Kdv . pr, text directly as the handiwork of the author. 

In the case of the illustrations we have identified them as far as 
that is possible in the present state of our knowledge. At least 120 
more illustrations are here identified for the first time than in 
Jhalkikar’s edition where about 240 illustrations are identified (includ¬ 
ing some that are wrong or objectionable identifications). We have 
not indicated any anthology (excepting the socalled Kav . vac . sam, 
which is now known to be the Subhasitaratnakosa of Vtdyadhara (about 
1100 AD), in our reference. None of the other anthologies can be in¬ 
cluded, as they are later than Kdv pr. In the case of the Mahdndtaka , 
which as we have shown, in A Clue to the MabdndtakaPrcblem 
Vol XI). is really a compilation which cannot date earlier than the 
tenth century and which has been interpolated in subsequent times, 
we have included it only for verses used by Bhoja who was older 
than Mammata. About 100 illustrations aie improvisations (e. g* 
v. 155, 161, 170, 174, 180, 184, 185, 209, 390, 391, 392, 393, 
397,398,402). We are left with a little more than 120, quite 
a good many of which will, it is hoped, be located when the 
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&*. pr. of Bhoja, itself an encyclopaedia of citations and more of 
classical works, esp. dramas, are available in print 

As to the Prakrit verses, every one of which is noted in Weber’s 
Gahasattasdi , a few are not identifications at all from the Kav , pr. 
text point of view, We have included these*latter with a query. Some 
are traceable from other works such as the Vtsamabanaltla„ the 
Va^alagga . The rare Gahakosa can be used by scholars but with 
little of substantial help and a good deal of caution Sridhara himself 
has added some to these Prakrit illustrations of the ICav pr., in one or 
two of which he has given the reference As to the rest, they are all 
traceable either in the Vya . vtv. or in the Sarasvatlkanthahharana 

As to the abbreviations used In the text of the Kav pr vt as 
printed here, the bracket sign ( ) shows an emendation, the sign [ ] 
shows an insertion,* as in the first two forms is meant to indicate foot¬ 
notes for variants in readings. But this last had to be abandoned 
because of practical difficulties As for those in the body of the text 
noted as references they are generally in Devanagri type and are 
noted in the pan'ststa (l-vi) Those in the introduction aie shown in 
their Roman forms, and are enlisted at the very beg nning (pp. m-iv). 
Some amongst such may have escaped our notice, but, it is hoped they 
will not cause any difficulty Occasionally theie are references to 
research journals in the Upparii. 

At the end of the text (m the second vol ) will be found eight 
appendices, all printed in Devanagri App A gives the alphabetical 
index of veises in the Kav pr , where unmdentified verses will be 
matked out from the rest by suitable marks App B. will contain a 
list of authorities alphabetically arranged ( pramaaoddhru ) under the two 
heads of authors and works actually cited in the Kav pr App C 
will contain a similar list of passages in the kar. or vrtti text derived 
from earlier alankara works ( smaryamanam pramandni ). It is apprehen¬ 
ded that certain passages have escaped our notice, though we have 
taken all care to be exhaustive. App. D will contain the 
alphabetical Use of the extra verses cited by Sridhara m the 
Kav . pr vt. In App. E will be enlisted the nyayas or maxims 
which Sridhaia in the characteristic traditional manner of a commen¬ 
tator has used from different branches of literature. In App. F 



will appear an alphabetical list of works anti authors of alanh&fa 
cited by Sudhira, and m Apn G of such from other aisJnw of which, ic 
is likely, some popular wotks of Srldhau’s time, have been out of vogue 
(viz. p. 180, fol 206) App H will be an index of important technical 
words in the Kav ft and in the Kav pr. u with references to pages 
in the printed edition for their elucidation 

A word or two is necessity about the Up pant supplied bv the 
editor It is meant, as noted in its mcioduccor) verses, as supplement 
in agreement with the matter of, but not treated in, Srldhara’s commen¬ 
tary. This filling up of gaps ( adby'iharaprapfirti ) is an imperative neces¬ 
sity, for the Kav pr vt is a very learned work The ttppam is fashioned 
on traditional lines (pracittocttavarimana ) % while at the same time, it has 
taken note of observations ( uktt ) and principles ynktt) of modern criti¬ 
cism as well as of the investigations of alankha researchists ( navtnon - 
mesamurtt) which have appeared in modem integrated contributions or 
in research journals for over the last fifty )tars The editor has been 
careful enough not to reduplicate matter winch lie had covered in his 
editions of other atankdra texts, the Maktdvali on the AL kaw>tubha 
of Kavi-Karnapura, the Sanketa (in English) of Rucaka and the Kav pr 
dtp of Candldasa, or m his research papers to which references only are 
given. It has been written m Sanskrit, partly, to meet the demands of 
the growingly wider circle of indigenous scholars who are interested m 
knowing the formative tendencies of the sdstra crystallised m nthandha 
works which they have to teach, and partly by vutue of necessity, for 
Sanskrit is the best medium for such an undertaking The university 
students, some of whom may engage themselves in intensive study and 
id research on kdvyas and on alankdra htciatuic, will, it is hoped, find 
much of inspiration and guidance from the ttppanu 1 A genuine 
historic study of the atankdraiastra which is vast m expanse and is; 
at the same time, profound in content. 1$ only possible when one 
takes to old texts and that in the old traditional method, and weighs 
them in the balance of comparative assessment which the ttppam is 
designed to encourage and foster. 

Corrigendum. Through sheer oversight it has been noted 
(mtro. p. v.) that two of the leaves of mss. *ka' arc wrongly marked. 
Actually one (fol. 89) is over-marked;' in the case of the other (fol. 
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21 ) the marking is ail right. This leaf has been missing since the 
transcript copy was made by the editor several years ago. Thus the 
total number of leaves is not 219 (221—2) but 220 (221—1). The 
text in the missing leaf has been prepared on the basis of the ‘kha* 
manuscript only. In the page Ixiv m the last paragrah 102 should be 
read for 120, 298 for 240, and 28 should be inserted just after..* 
‘including some 7 , so in page vu in the last but one line Sam. 291 
should be read for Sam. 219. In page xxvu the foot-note numberings 
in the body should be shown as 35, 36 and 37 respectively. 






A.S. lll-C-116, fol. 47a 
























( srci jpsuj ) 

fepferarara — 

Jld%?TT ^Tt^pftlR W PI ^g ^T^ i 

ftffiftinTOA VtTTrft 3R%I?TF[ 11*11 

^IsqsjTOf^^': || 

*J^R5WfTW^?raFJTpi?Ml% t 

g%s*g ^gjrajgrararasR'RJ?: n 

?fcir fas?’ 33Rft ¥fff5T ^TTTcft < 

5?t qRfty?% fwwHfagw^w u 

^r^rgfag%^fagf?W3flT?t jgisri^ gsrarfa ?RfiT3RT?: 

ffiffPC —3TWJTCW? I STfrfrag^R'TfttRTf?raufts^rf«R;i<t, 

^t^rsggl-w^ra; i gsr rap: sfgsrra^ffrassRt fof<kg$gPre ft 
fffra. i 3g(^)-fepT<n%f% i swte^rar RifeiRrsgfafgT %% 
fsfewr i srfgTftitf^fercfr i q«rr Rra ^T^sf^rg- 

m\ ^ *m*S^t ^ *rnsfg} ^f^rcsifsrfss^ t^roraT ggsrarp?ft$q-(? fa^)- 
*?rrt*nft sranfr1 ?ra *k » tncr^Rnf^r smfaraT- 

faRc^r i wrara: *s*im<Wkr g€g. t T%*TfrafirfrR[., ggjrrc- 

g^qrairatfarafR 3imwr-(?) *ref?re^ i g rt# f^ro: ^fwrf%, sRstaft 
(%)rfTs^ifti^iRrc^ f^T^k^Ti^ i ( 2 a) g^?—‘frarefara ^ cftg? 

hri fTr<r f»n;r gft H5ST$rsrazRwr i 

fit%sF?gR*rraR n 

gfgrfiRffEfg: HI? Rl^fspj^lfa: I 

1%lfg $ifg. ijHT gr^iraif^ft 11 



* 




ff^rrf^*irqras ! 3 iT, q sr £#* & 3 qrafft st^t^tV ramfq- 
ft^i qqfl^SmT 3 q^RT^m^r: I STcTtR SRra I oW- 

er toktc «tT%'*d, fra erf srai% stopt fra a>wr^ i 

fieisarW q qfqfT?’ 1 (qs^gft % \) f?nfq t qq^erararf 
5 ^r; qfn^Tftrf^jpprraw ?fa toot i erarra f 5 q€fKr%ftqprrar 
5grg.«inftfpera> gqjT i* cT«ri ®;$^q qR^fsrj^siTsiqqmRr 

Sfs-^figqqi (qgt ?Kqr(2)-5qiB%^gq^rar^crqT fWf^ 5 ' ( «it. ^ 
g^fti >?i e i* % ) a i q^rT ^ *n=TT s^qraTJ i wratfqfqeies ipfta;- 
eg ) ^r^xif^^Te^RraT^Tffqsrr'cn^r ffqg^qTqqgqjgnq. i 
‘gs«q?Rr[ar]^’fg -* gg qfqrasrs^swqtigrEftfg q gqqpf* i qg^n^- 
S^r^igFnfTTOfqerr i qatfftor erfirften i qrfqsnreft =temr^, 
5jfgaru?r^5ififRi^ q@n: er^T^rac i erqrgtpi— 

1 gfcg 50 % ‘fesrafpr’ qfas mf&n fq g?f?3r ? qferr? ’ 

fRr ttsT sqqei 1 gsfswjrr'Rt: qfsfqq^ ^jier^q fq^r^r^r^i- 
greft "srqrt ^rsqeffR’’ fsrrgrfflfi^fpsimni^crra “grensfetr fa 35 
Hfour #’ e^fp^sjtcfar q afgqT%gqTqRRjqqsfog 1 

* ^dg*a%sfimfqq?faTcf ‘ijereraii 5 rrfg’frar?nfq}*fa ‘erara. 

Tffqjenqr. gwet*.ffa gr^gr*’ ffer, eras* ‘^.^...gsorr ’ 

f^remrq gfq%T erwret < 

2 tr^q ‘qegqn^ f%TT^Terctff*niJ! q^rr:’ ffer qrawer^q?itgft 

(vi’l*) ‘srfsr fi ^fqfer seftqwHHr 

*rr cgqi tg wsfterfq fmnorf fgt fg* 1 

( qr* ssrai gBr^qgfcf^jqrf#) 

3 “wweept'W ffmww wr f gm rq # Eifqr^ 1 “qe^r- 

?Rf trqpraq^q ?fg qjfsjfjf’fg s*ffq?g «fcnc’ gqgqrftrquqrc;' % 

ftffcg ^T%qjMra?rrec?Rq. 1 g g^gg^ 1 fft&fggfe 
, ‘33?qf?Rra^ ,, R'?r 1 
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* 

fi ttosht 

^Ts^r s^^fKfirl i 

sru gjTsm^foaasflrtntergpf irh 

? qc^fr f*irt ^rc ssf^&ft q i 
3 #t?' gqkrer sfggwwffgsrj* 11 5% (gr. sr*) 

^TI'fTt *TOT ^nqf?fS3T(T ^fg ^ffRT^ fjcf W^^DaTJ I fT^F^mq^ErfcT^^- 

<0 

wiw qf arsgrfagr 5 % sTtfo^r 1 3 %fa—fgssrqgt f| 3 farn » *3 

OTfsrt f%-(2b)-f3?gq^rfaqr;rq t sre wr%~ m r g Tgfa ' 
OT^^qrf^^wrf?ri]Tqr^r3^qiiqf5R)'^%^ ^gOTOTg^WreOTTSsf^ 1 ^. 
gsiT«* mi fqgtfggrqT sfKTqfj^^rqjrqlq^OTrf^fcr \ gfg? gferatf*!*- 

K* 

qrOTqTg?^Tgrqf?T^# qmrarfTtf, 3rqgr*fa%3 q ggfsr^ g*§, crfwar- 
fqqqr q tfg^^rawT <otot ?fg gfq<=OTgsra>Td fgfreqTfr ( ? fwii ) 
% siOTret. 1 1 *g?r^: q|gsi 1 

wqgfTfir^g S^rrqgqfgi grf m fafafr g«rrfa qqtsrgqgqjrs^rircRT gqfa 
q^mrqqRr?—^ra t i^nf^q^qqtqr^qi^^rqtsf^qgRT n^OTi 

’fi^’iqs^OTT^gr % w* sjrjr. agferg. t [ srahpar ] * 

fRSOT gT^ir, R«ri^m 1 wmi mm ?r 1 fggTqsftgnqTSFsr (? 3 « 5 ) 
^rw( 3 rg?ir mi 35* iris. ) 5 -g^ pqiRwr^ggnSg^gg^ ? *? )*- 


4 “flrwr R^fr y3i%SOTf35fWrfqT3’ ?fg sR^T^sraq^rtafra- 
srt^r^'T ^Rgsr^qggg^gr gf%^mrfqf%grgm “srgqiSTR*’ ffa- 
Mwrg^rfggTgigqft %qr argRsraTfrgr ztmi^i gqi«ng^» 3 T 
gWg^^jggqT’ g-gsgfggg 1 

5 “fggi-^rg-^wq-qg-gT^g-gTggtq^^-fggrrgtguT^OTftr^ fgg^g- 
*pT ffg gra^fiqg^gr ‘ ‘sTR^sam’ T^Rraq-g**# «r^n«w 
gggg%T^s 4 g^grgn^l?r^gggj 5 . “sots? uiR”i^qTiftq;qTaTqT:’ 5 
“3?q^F^#RTg ggafgtgT”fgfg gprr% g^RTfa rt?t ^5® 
TOlsrfg 1 








^rfe^T^rr#nfiig qsi:, «r, rrerrf^ft- 

T%rngRCfR^T^, ^Tf^^T^^T^VTmWTJT^f^Rnf, ^ 3 * 5 Sr*ft 5 R 

sr*R?<rcfci ^TC3T^rerg^[?r f5mfo3%sn*srcw3^ srg- 

JWtR 3*^qfcg^qq; I tr^ ( ^ ) SFA’zi ^^?irSpT 

(^fs^ffrakrftr^sfq)° sms ?fa i *&m $fn ?q?c 3 rfsr? 3 m€- 

- ipgwar» sqqfRq* fowftftr 

^T3n^r-(3 a )fcf i •sif^R ^Rm^nk^srqjjr cfl^ffr 7 i rt|t3 


6 ^f% 3J*n5%?!RI'R^%|<?n?RrRft!I5T3n' JJsT^HT 3T3?rf3ST^kT5IfT- 

ferrfq 3rf<R>rf?Rr “s??? jwt ^nqiir^nir 
qqsqqs^q RSFrem” ^qpw^T qrf^RkjRt 3fqwfq3 3 rt- 
ataqsrg i Rrmforafk ( g: 5: v|*o j-stffalqsradr ‘jwm- 
^ 3337 f»’ftf<r fq^sr 33?gf3 3 ? 1 qfe 3 R 3 ^if<qr- 
qwrcqq fsRRue^rra qsits*f f^cRffg Rfaifaftfcr 

'qjpfi qqiw 3 roT^ 3 $^qf 3 ^q 33 q 3 T%tq% 1 s 33 ?Rf 3 T 3 Rt 9 
33i'3qk t 3#q qgqifWrpRT *3T3. i q^T^g^raRt- 
ssj??t 43 qgqj %r (f^nss3t3TgqRTfqqffR3« 3w?r *Fsrqftr- 
^•qseqqfsqggi’ ) 3rs4^[lfTWW>l$t ^133 %3[ 3T 3ratffi&R- 
f*mmfa giffeng i 

7 33ti% #fe3rtqT%T3ra^3Tfa qtfq^qt^srfa ( inv* *3, Jolly’s 
edn ) 3 nf 3 q;{ 33 Ts#=qm 3 t wssrfa (i*»i^ ). Twrwfcra^ 

q fqimfq i qT*hrT?i raiq^tqqfqqWqsRrrtqfic 

( slVi*v, *a, V£,^^, vs^) qqq^T^Tqr felRrat ^TfirRlf^T 
«ft«rC53tX3nfft3rat 3 3^qqi^-cfMTqi33 5Eftq% I gtqqqR fftim’ 
^qgq^f 9 ^Tf:%fqff 3 fqf 3 i 3 smi f^gqi^tqq^iqr 

( ^ii*n ), “tfkffq fqgunqnkMqi” 3 §Rt, "q^iqsi^ 
( ‘ 3 ^JTggR?l’ |$3 qTS! 3 T 3 tar 3 ) WRr^ftr Jrfa 3 T«r: l 33 

^gstenir qssrtafqmfq' ( ) t 



aw ssrra 


'A 



^r#5frf<WT%?T ^Tff^?nqKagora??T f^jai ^ wn&i 
^5^TRgiW%oTfrfg5R^ ci^ srt?^ ^grgissgT^i*gn^%t?i 


q^T^Jrrf—sTR^fwra i 3tlg gtagfa i ggrgrcfgtg $g 

4 H^ 3 (gi 1 %ggcg)—fagrrc—ran%%flr i srsFret^stg^ tffggsggrfggw 
cggawfafg *rrg < grig scgrrerT^gnfsrgr gragTi i g*R??rrf«fg srai: 
^isfaaqgg > <&gg. gg^eq>nggsT^ggTfs<glgg g<iggqT gggtaraqfg 

qRTsqg^fg^Tsft* sgrg£ —- JT^ftn^fg i s ggr ag*g $f4% wgTfspgfg 
ggr srfggwTggrsfqr pg fggtagfsg i g g pa ?^TgggrqgT#^ramra- 

'v? ^ 

5RT^?t, fgfgggfafg^gTfgsqigggrgsg^TN ^WT^fgggrni. I 
xri ^rggrigg ^ ?rrwr«f^[sit>?ncc^fr^^TJftaTg 7 T^i 5 fqLi g*rim- 
JsWtrofacra: I g^g jjgrwrgsr: awr I 

ST^f ftiq- gigE^Tcj; sefcff: 3 fg^s^«nHOT$rft^gr ffg- 

ffTW5Tf%si gd g g fNM, ^g^q g gfggggT i §?e£f f? agw §f-(3b)sr 
fggtggfrg, g gtggfsg i g g ggggqgig Sg.gregggT grq*tq gg 
aqg% i g^gg, agg^g qg^ qreftgn?:—srs^TsNtftfg i g<wra gg g>g- 
fggrTf—gHfl^icTS’mT^fg i [ ssmnd Jcst^t fsrftra^rfwTfT^’gtsrgr i 

[ «®p ] 

gTs^mTsqgrfggr m srasr gggfq§:» 
stg (gq-) gf^g p» § qcpgrusgiqJtgq? i 
^sttirI sgraRSTgi^ ggsgsftg^g u ffg 

gfg<g qfoOTergqqTfgsnfggTsgr ?TlgrT?—^5^mftrfg i srf^fa sfafg- 
gq^gggfqgaqggrgfgsfg i g?r swrqjgr? i gfg qgsggra^ 


8 srsr g% iffppgt f^g^'fTjjrlicrfqg ‘<g^g i<al Wig*}'—(i^ % )s*jfgg 
qqsgqf^Ksrg^fKqq §f*gg fgirgitsgra. f 5 Rfta% i 




q>'deftfa sHNt era 11 

larq^q JTOfcjRgrKT SBROWn?— 

3 ire>f%rerr 3 ^ 5 n^r^TsqTu%^trn^ i 
ssTaiwf^WTSwira ira \m 

mmm » «j mm*** 1,11 mmu «r«g mu \ •**** m *m*mm 

ff ?ng* gfrswrfNI srirpih $TraMgfTd q snf^sj i 
?wt *fttP sFn^^frrpfc— 

3fT qf^RoPsTOTMt 3%fll JJeTT 1 

^gqT^T^qjqjqrffrgia' $fft i 
W ?BTsqg. 

ffft I 

'mk’S&ai »% )ra—g^qg^ft i TTm- 

i isrffrewrra*^ i g?r 

%frf^-(4 a)q%*rf^f*r fafrcreTftg f% ^irawgqqftwmsr^iisnr srrs— 

3RT*&%I% I *FRRfTSS'TR?T ^T«TR# ^ I W f? *fir ( *P ) 5ff% ^ftfftg- 

stsmmHT *?r jr* ^nr-err t %*r ?tt q«rr 'ifRflePrarara: gwhidc^fft? 

fewgif^PRimfer I Rriftsf^rragT 
S^c* ^gjrwrerafa [sr 4 sjfg *m. i ^Rftssm gr^Rfft i 

ra*?Rfw gprqsqq, * i i 'Rfftieg- 

?rf?ra^rcr i gg wqqg q^rafer ftf'fn > ggr, f%?3 g^T^rai^fq 
<?q i srwrfg sfirawrafe sf^qg i qqr?—sR^raraxq q>f%sfqqT«R 
fqqnret i f ^ m eft. a«fT^n-^)% ) i 


9 “m * q «rTfirsn%r”r% qrfftrfq^fepgri^r 
qrc*fawqftwg i ‘eRq ?g?r q»r 5 q’fa% =RT 5 ?R^g^sf 5 R;ra 4 
snpjfaT i raNRW sigr^nram h qsqqgMtfh i qrcpreg 

qrfaq grfqra; <rjrt q^r^nra ^Tftrsrgf^iRra* 
sfftftR gf %gfftfg h fgdffg ft^Tqgrg i 



SPOT SsTRT 


?ri%: aja OT r rai t qr m tott arrstf a srarb^ 

aTOTajaW aar^i sstaaa ^TOwwawatayre i i srrcsrr 

afOT$rfaaaaf^mg«aafa—art^fa i qa' am ad^rfMaaraaar 
asiasasa' aqsag. ^a^afaafqr^argajsiqrfaaTsaaa *TT«3rf*rf% siatfaa#- 
(satj-arafafrenar aaaaam afa^aafiairarfafa qrf%fafa—^firer^aaTa- 
§rra ?r %(4 b) a^at sotst ar ?—®tt flftfa i agirre- 

smaara; i wnrcqcOTga^r^icn, apraafa wasa a tgar taaTssmTaaTcgar- 
fqfa aia- ; waqa safcftagarga^am -1 aifa^aate srfgaTaaimaa (aa) 
a'FfiRfasra-, ot *rfg>aa-(<0 aiatfasnsak i qa faafaaTSsfafafere- 
si*ai$adsfa sRTSSRTsqt i# arsar&rRraaa aaama. i aqhftaaasaa^g- 
qiakaaira^^kra’ fajararr pagtefa^a; ?<a$. t aa^aa sgaafe- 
q%ngrr 10 i asa aa^aaran^afafa gt atgasrar 3arqTa, a^aa sara&— 
arfa^fa» fqrmrm^fa afa a^a i #fa% ataaatfa [ a ] ^N>: 
Bara^airaTmT i [ aaisr ] aaacNrrfa, T^cfta ntaf|£aT]fq i S?N>a®?- 
fr r qTca aaNraraparaaTaaT^g, ?r<aaT wna^casraimat #Eanfs[arfMra 

afaraang. aasaaftaarfH^a ang 11 < sraqa gTJRt ( aa. g, wr ) 

g ;gg » a T g . i a^agara^—aftasjrreatfa • ananftr aamrifta^iiaiifa l 
aiai »a^af-(qaar)-sg^a<5a)-3^. aiaafssRTaT ara a;rsg?nifts[3]- 
; a*fiaTg i ^OTfcaOTr^gaifaaraf aggaaTs«nfcf <a <a fa®} a*asfa ( a%sfa) 
aaraaaa%afa^al^aa [aT]aar [a-]faaiar fOTtaa ?fa ^ s a aOTTfiaaa%ar- 

aaf^jafaaiqOT^g, w tottot a^fgar asagaganaara. i sOTaafcfsr 
a<arTaiaTat5Tai«iT aarfa fasreRmTatOTa afa aaaaga^a, aa*. 


10 a«n “aisgaafa^al ata: arisar gfag^a^’’ faanafiftaajOTjiasa- 
a' 4 aiaTaa=a^ i 

11 ■= k* d 3> T 53 m ; na a t f fta^im (^? ! ) srfa’-afaaag i al%ac- 

‘ ‘ aiOTtfeafaft tf^ ( vi *) ^reMaa%aq^amftag i 


^r f^rn^r- 

siT?T^nfn i w>i^s qjtf' fqtrprfiiij = 5 r ^ srrfrf&r ?r^q^$R qr?: 5 t 
qfcnjpfa srf%ftfer sro: ^Nfssm * g s*r??rrewi q;rsqre*frg% 
f?[*tf<Sf srggT^ =sr ig^ % 3 W' 11 

^qw^JT 3 T 4 mfir^qrg’T?:«ir^, srr*' qmi 

sqmw^mgq^re i qft^snfq qgq»tffip?rrapiftf% [ fg ] q«ng. 
f^q^cf sfa [ ssqrT^qTn' ] fggrcsinfta srsgrg^rmg ^gfegi^Ttgiq.- ^tw^tr 
i #fts#r^ft^qqigTgRr, f^ 4 i gfa. wg i geqqr ‘‘^f^Tsw 

qrqr st^tsi qm” ?fa ^JmTsSTa^fmjra ’m&m (?r ■s g ? 
1131*) “sftfirw'qfegqrrg^qfq^w i£iT”fqf?r i q,% 5 rr^l 
a^JFcftg?! l *rfagigrtfqq;r gTg qfe# q» 3 iT t fqwgif^Tciqr 

ssnqsrcRT q>Tsqr?qq i %t ^t«t ^rraiftr grera (^tRs) fk (5b) 51 rf^rarf^fa 
*rqrw^Rnfq sqjtgTfa jrrq-jfKqfir^T grir 5 rrts% 1 qg qurfg 
qriwqnwgqgtn 3 =%: 1 sRToqRTfirfg—^fjnrfflfeOTmfa 5 w=r 3 rtf?r 

gig.qqqqt^rsrtjfjRfpqmgT^^RwqfT^ (gr^r?R)-g;f^rqftq^ar[?i; wqi 
fsRgj 1 ia ?rasraT#rrfjrfcr— 

q ?f *Rt q ggrfg q sri fa^r q at qwn t 
snq^ m ^thrit *nr> 5? ^ 11 (f q) ffq, 

?raqq g^TqnTt^nifMfr^fq^resnrqTqT *Hl qg^tecqqqrsifajqsq: gf?>- 
qipRqtg q>^q^qrgrq^rfqqq rt grqK^cqfiqi qq 1 q^f^qmTqqq*q^q-q>w' 


12 <m aq>raq%qt q^rnwr^rc 5% ffq qc;qi=q% 1 s-q;qiqrt%sfir 
ggqfsrcl gjgq^i q'mg ^T^qn^gRr qgsgqfawTqr 

qsfqqjqsmql' ( ^q ) q 1 qq^fpq’fr^g ggq^rcr. 
#g<i fqqtw ^ < 3^ (I H Q vol V) ^njf% qiw^q 
fqqfqqf^R qg: qrfqsgtsq JRreqrq^r 1 q«n?srT^ 5 ra?qrcqr?q 
sftwi qurj^fq ffl^fer 1 ?nr qqr (ggf^ssq q>[ 5 q$)fq (?n 
gfqg wrcf%) vtjw f%%qq qlqgr^ 1 



sm 3 §rr«. 


4 


^rrarsn^qk( n )ssrtsfq %=qq <FqwTiqft*rqjq^ 

3cfcT ^ctawifq^qf^r^efrct. I H^?lt”- 13 (^T ¥ IT.) 

Swif^raffif itfaqr^t fri5qTiKcqfq?'<w. ft; aft ? srwrftcrar- 

frfariq; ^gran^a®^ i ^sw’TSf«crRrKgrarr ^ s*B$(l)f i qg 

?u^, qg *it# ( q 3 qt^f) q^i 3 cgq 

^Flftc ( TRlfe ) (6a) fm 3 %, 3 £TO VTI^N— 

fqqqrqiqqt qn u’Tsn^nRrracn i 
wvfo %%qqt qqqrar^r q(q) qftr?;. u 
snairs <£r *m?r ^ qtfq<?rcq*r i 
wk ft! #?fT %^(?)§^t II ssriftf 

qsrrss^Nlf^ l 

cm q^r ?Tl«l% qq. t) 

*r«ro — qqkrrgsr^r. ?qrq qsrTcftq fqqr f g: i 

srat *frqtq^trsfsrq ^E%an^ ti ffg 
wqqqTg:— W[^rqqt%s tq^qq qsqrg q i 

qqtfg $fg* sftfg q gisrapRfqgsqqJi w ffg 

«9 

— (m. qq sr. ir) 

uw*m -trgivqr stir fftjoWT (^stg'oiq^ sqi^ i qrrsq 

q«j ra^T^prgas suffer % g$ qsfqgfqqn qqsqftr, Iqt rasn sq^refa 
qfq.g^q mfatwiTsn 1 sqrisqTjqaqftrqqrf—(sr)?rt3i% %ra i 


13 “srrak «ftwngwsaT ^ fMftteqqf ^Fmsrctaa- 

&rrss; w fi^qTqqrfq^w 5 * spa* 1 qrfgq^- 

q%s<3g^g< gqr^ct qqiss? g. qrq^q ggi% gfqTqqrfsrefr (v«.n) 
# 

‘^rfr qTTqt qjft^rq’fqfti 1 q>P 7 £qftg'(^ 1 n s.) 

S^^jsfftgr^iqT^^ (1111) =q ^urt w^m\ *m®n 
srffcqreq ftrf?ft q^qfg 1 fffFn?nqqq^r fsnfq qrc*rrowwF*$- 
<tfa gqT% ^qfaqRSTTOrawt 3t^rftrp>T. 1 



$T s 35 n 5 RT‘ 



^r4f ^snrnrcsifcft 3 ?j: irrfa n 

qret fir es^qsrtfira' ^af-( )Tf^ifaf|sqp=r5rw (qjq) 1 (%(• 

^ I 113ns. % ) ww smwrrai^ gwreatfa« ^ 

^Rlf^rfafatPi?? ¥?*?;% « i %m ?PT: ^NfisciT —•'siw^qisJ- 

fllfipfafag* I #€' a^qiqfqq WT^ftaqr?— ^T^T^- 

(6b)f% i ggjrftwgji'lsj ^fcRrp^rr ^t, 3^m im 

TO5r(§r)qfo|Vl i OTwfts^rfa’Tcr sqrq^ sgw i q?ifq 

srpn^q: gr*j5 aqrfq q^T qq?q ’jsfqg'iqr 35 * 3 : 3 : sqqlnt 

Mq^rssq? § ^r^tqm, ijqfafTfq qfqftnrt ?j¥‘d qjrw-qiift 5 ^Sl^t 
sfaqr^qraqlftra' i 

* qqtefo firjftqrqfiqgi^ftT ara nq^qgfjq qr^^qqrqqtqiq^fqT u(q) 
differ %fh qrwi. sr^nqTqrw q^nrer ^i^r- 

faf% i ^retfreTw' $q 3rwfiM*$ t *re^taTfqf<r m 1 “?Rq q^qqi^^rq- 

5prcj ^rq; i %mn gsra>R stjw %T*q- 

wf qqqrirqfafqs" ^fwqq i srs^Tstffqfq qfq^qt ^r^j^gtq- 
^atatsl'refwfa# *jj=r<P3; i ^rf^FRq gqi^’ 35 *. 

5Tqt Sftr qqq^-f^rq^qj afcmfcai sjrlrar i sr^nfq^q qtqrqrr 
qficfw&q ^flrarcr *rq%rr% frqk t srjjorrf^jfa *j%3r ( 73 ) 51 ? s^rnr- 
ns^ qqi^rn \ s?*R5f 5 ft ifFTtfa ‘Tq&qqfa^q skt^gstifi’ fqftr ?qi3%- 
fiaRTg^qr ^rsqr-qrafRrqir qi^qr ^qq^qqtwraatfifijk: 1 [ qqgr 

q^qw%%r^RT?rq) ( ^rq ) ^fqa ( ^Rraq ) ]” ( s q; ^.)i sqjr|q- 

^f^qifq ^q^rfa^Ri^cTwrfq^’ sw qtqqqtqKRq. 1 m gqjT- 


13a *^wr’ ‘?S5tw’fqf%i ^qsfjwifq ^Tftqra;«r. 

frf^prqr qpfisgqjqi =q 'jjjfaqr qfq#sq #1^37 




SfTTff. 


11 

#ngtrrr^p5CT i ?r^ 

^TSfTCFrctsfa ?T ^TS^c^fTFi: [ W'll 
W ^WK?^ URf ft CT 5 f 4 ^^TT- 
# ^^racTOT 55 cfhg*:*W irlsr: f^RTf^^T: | 

STT 4stt% rPJlfq 3W fS^^Tqrafcnft^ 

§?reftci 53 % %?r ^gr ^ at ii?ii 

(sfte-rrairfcBRT; — ; * ?r *r ».<>*;) 

•> 

%fa^ifk 5 rc( ^rfrna ) 14 ^rmw i sra 

^t'TJptfg | 38 ?«rs% da i ftaa^[ar]wr?:gka%aiafo 

ft? cfic3jr4fi?^rrf—fFTafot^fa i a 3 ggjkFSf Fknfa faR qa aft 1 (ns) 

a* t^sflwNrfioRr sspa (*)-WTVTr^r?j:, ^ 1 sFra^ft 5k 1 

asftaa^ i gafu aafa—asagqjggfrpF^fr^JTfa $f*t sFraaTRarafka aar 

sreg^Tiwifc 1 sjgrafRfg gmcft a Rgt aaT aka fasnft, m 

^r^ai^EF^tarTairoi saafert 1 araga aiaFaFa. aaa gmRT^t^. 1 

m arfarTTfs: |fg l0 —m aaferarar j?f«aresrfaiia«nar aa-a afgaif^wjr 

'S J 


14 ‘sFifkasa a* a#’ ( *ft 5 . nu°iu ) faRrgrfag srrs^ftret- 
K?r aa^asa aaaalag. 1 araasaia aftd aTaiaft^asifrrTgfkFt 
araakTaT a^nre?- 1 

1 s sracrcafst satara «#k> s%:fir- #i?g- i am^scasarkra;- 

^ *3 

<%a ana#! ai( aar «daa:F#gt ) aprfkafeftra^» RarfR- 
aakr kraTt sftad awrea^rdaFgaka 1 
asjctat aga. skai saaraargaifw 1 “aTOfmaai’RgRaiSRnaTa- 
gsutnaaiaTgaifr^aaRa^fagfc ‘praroaT 1 arfa^sa- 

aftogrFagfmgjF st a^gfaf'TFgrwf’ i% vFfataT^nFcrs^ saNkfea 
afgarfa i ‘ig^ai^gf^fa^iffa kfa a^fcRT^w, <R, agsa, 5 F?ff?f 
^ToJJTVFT’T ga > 3 t^Tf aTSfa aT^-k^ 3 T-^Hf%g?J?WTSTT?r- 

RT’f^f*tft^. 1 





n 

7 i srn^T«TvfT5yiwiT i 

s-> 

7 ^%^ ^oni— 

%sfa<3r& *f?r 371^77; i (7b) 377 ftfiwt- 

jjgr 7T7sft 57^77134 ft?7T t§77?ftf7 ^Rjflw. 1 “% 5 

ensnfo 7 tt 73?7?7, 7ra<rtenf77T 7 ifa, 

7 I wt^qf^gBr^r 7T7*ft sthstttt *717 l 7 % ^nrr- 

fsraraT * 73-4 uragt^rw^T^^’, 6 1 7Tft *B7*7 w» 

wjiw wf?Rrr ?rtHJ?T sqrw 1 <rsrr^ i$3?n37T7%7 ?rri 1 zm 

^Tpt ff?T—-3T7 7f7T 7T77T7W p77^<%7 ft 7%TTt777tf73T, #1*757 

7rJRft5)5era%f3 [ 7 ] %f%?u 7777 ;, 757 ( 77 ; 37757 7r %7T7r 7T 

m'7T^^ra^^3?77>r^5r^rqRtfTJTT7r5!: I #7*737 p77lBT3T7T. 7777357, 
i? 7P#fcf =B?iT ^scfn^ q;!t7 <$ 777(7 753173.1 737753 

tf737Tf3777rcr7T7 3ff|^273f3f75?$?7 1 % 3 7 f7?5# 1 

^TT5Ci|< |fd R?|751)5$7777 Is 577’ 7 5 7l77T57 cT^f7 7 TTf, 777 g^77- 
5If57rc7r7T77<I I 7 WiREBPTOft WT^TT# 7*Wff 77r7cTT g<s 77 - 
77f75F(2)<73 1 cf-qTO^SPifaBTl 573. #?5Tg I 73. 33 % f377?7S7- 
(8a)s^JfIT^c%7 777% 57357 7*757 37777*77 f37T37T*N; | cTWI^fqr 3 
s7Us%7g 1 37TT%>*t33 1 f? r ‘7: 7737535 ” f ^nsft^g^sr^iTTnfa, 

%S 335377 er 37337 X 1 5ffg55i7r 337>7ST7r 337731 'C, ^73*7 f33l#fi!5f57g i 
?n =7 757757 5n^7rwr7*77775%3773#55173:7 I t775f77lf57ifT^ §r?7 7577- 

<9 

7d1 J # 7 57T5nf^?T57f37 f3$#fliS* I 75 T 5757171 575575T7T: ITWffa 

16 «R<torortq3v% srrcsig^ ‘ 373177 ’ 373577 * 731 ( 7 # feRro 

7T# 357# TtSHTTWI TWd’^fd ‘7^3*7373 |Bt %fVf^pifto- 
*lfe?J%5n 7 I 5$7 57737?% 75Rlfa%^pgf 

7T^75RfT7?7t5^7757 s 7T17T7’ ‘f# #37775377’f*MTf3 %77sfl 777~ 

<S» ^ 

3J3337SU357i f 3^3iS335r: f^t’ 3<3Tf3 573577SS<1773g#3Tf5# 7T 
3J357f*37f37T3375r 717: 7757%5r 7f337f3 I 




sr-pr 3 $t*t 


n 

^ '«> 

sRTs^i ^sr i q reft tr u 

q fq?F%, qrfq f? # jtr: f *rqtoraqfqqrqiqtRr, gflssjqisq qfqqrqRtomq 

I ^ fiRiqRT 5 lf%f%^T, 5 Ifl^ 

l Xtf% <rr | *fT S 3 TI^ 3 ir” 

(5 «’ -v 5 :) i q qrqsqrqmrcjrmqR. qiqqqfa q v$z-, 

?rwiK 5 'TRRi % f qf 7 $q 5 «nmfrT?rr q ipq^ q?n% ^re^^R^Tsfr 
qif% 1 Jig fwn 57 ?RrcT *!teq%ssqTi?frq. ^ t^ra *qqqq?R isitc— 
’TCFPJ ftfcr I ssrq;, ff WSt TM- U^T^, q R 3 TWF^ q^CIRCT 
^fr^Rng i r?i;RC?cqrr?» : rR't-( 3 b)R^ sTqF^qtq^qcqrct. 1 wqfRsqfqftg;- 
^rafrds^Tnscrsq rtf (tr^r ), qt% qm^c-fR, q«n sfqFqfqfts&t SR-« 
fe$ fqqFTt RrcRqwq qtRsqfilRT? I 

fes’ qqq. 1 faqq ^ sqTqgqt q# |Rr q l 

fq‘ 7 RR fq&qqfqjqqtqqRf^fqfwrnTfgq’ qiqq feq% 1 sfaq^qf qifq 

?Rt q q/fefs$q 17 1 ftqyqqqf qqfq—fg^i ( %qr ) qqq 

(qqsjf) wtfqg*qft^jgsnpq* Rritfa | ^qjsf S^qjqTfq ST^T^Rr I ^FcRft 

qn^qrqq sqqflqf^Kqqqrrqsrqtq wrcqRf—f^TTtRr qrrsqfqfg 1 [ qifq q 
qq ] qrsqftw m* sqirqqq- sraqRrcitq 1 fqRrcnqpq- 

Rnftqtwtr ^r^qrm-qfq^qq!u%qq *tf qrmrq. Rr qqfe$q * |qq sit?— 
^IWra^ftfq 1 qrq fqq# '■qfqsqqcn;. ^qqqsqNRig^qlfq 
a^nrRfi' fqfcpR 1 “qqft f| %ra> qqrawr sqmqj^RTq. qf- 
fq^qm;” (^q. sn; w\ ?#) 1 ^ q q?q^ q^qRgqrcfqqiqqTsqqeqr q 

qqjlqiq%fqqfqqq-(9a)TRq[,, ^qt q qqjf qisq? f^PR qq 1 

ffq ^Bte 3^ 1 ^ q qqjNiwtq^, qfiqqi qqnurqqcqi^. qqjfaRfciF 


17 tR^qigqTqsi^?THfgqrR7rEr^T5r^fqq;Tqr “w^Mw 
a^qqTRfqfqqqrmq^q jqrqm qfaqrq qifq'qqqfqfq qfqqw 
qmfq%q!qpflq^^’ , ('}*--'>$ s-) 1 






i* 

51 ^ i rrci^TfacTTg^Tftm^^f^ ^mf^- 

err^ifn^*3nre*r i ?tot— 

^mi 

fOCR^ ^felT cH^ft 3%ff l 
ftf^T^TT^R ffrr 

errcV sngftrat JraTsfe * tiRii 

(sr w —l*r ) 

|| IIIPM —|| T —— H|—H Ilpl »'HI IIHWiITOI — IfM —^— lT '^ ^ w ^ lil ' l—^«l MJH1 —■IJTPWWiEjmpiMai ■■ i . PtiJiiW _^.^|^| i . ii <> MJ » pjjmpMPMajLWiMWP*>>UW pump —— w — w p ^—~ 

— n . 

ff ffffnsnffrg. 1 ff #fg?n?fffMN*4n, ^il'-^fffffcnsqgjfrRffTffrfeffff^K- 

^Tt^lfffflVffTffTff'cl^ fff I 

WTjfmftTT^ffr f5i W^S^Rra'l I! ffff ( ffT, ff. ) 

^ffrflffr wR^STt afe?-1 sreift g^lfl i q*g 

f?, ffT ^ ffFO^ 3jr^^R: gtsfff- 

5qsr^BTf»75ffffffft^qffPCicj -1 sr^isfcg—srswfgqtfr flffftERT HffiffSff 

^ ffSffsRtrggtg^ffTfqg^ gfffcff??? ffffT affT 

*s. 

wrmfn^Pf ffrl^^r grsff In ff\ 

4 

frff %r<x 1 i#t ferffkisfqr ff fnfir wrsfl 

«lfff («rl)^tff stffTff “lltfflffffl aiT(9b)?gtS5nfl[fff5TffT ^ff^#ClffRTf^ffT 
I S^n^ffTffffT^ff?l % ^jqRFST 1 - ?fff 

^flrf fff fff I 

ffffT l^ffT wl ^IT?r|%T^mffTfffJT^—fffS&ffSITfic I 

“ffff ^T<ff ’grief ffcrcs^fl ffm^wssFffHffif^rcff 


17 ‘‘qlff *i^ffTff*&?f| 5 rr stefa snf*?r.» w^f. q%a*ff ? ff 
mn |f% ^rraff^qr* fffsnnt'T. ‘‘^rgffils^fffo’ ff^Vnfa 

«tl’’ f^TI^ffl ffftfffffSl ffljllSRIfftsfa ffffiklffgtslff I 



TO*T Sgfrtfi 


Vi 


^ aiferaftei ??rr iretTssftfg jn^^gro?rc^«T 5 ?fjq% it 


gte^gqqfgat fro^gts*? ggtfgTOTOgTg'Vfg g?ft TO ()Rrf?f 

TOfagTiORt sq:?q%, g^fcgg^g ngTsg^fg 5TTOg 5 ’ ?fg «h-’=K4WIW*T* 18 i 
gq?jj —TOgTOSTTOTO’ JfgggWR TO “TO gfWTR’’ (^TOfT V* OT* 1^) 

^TRifqfg totorK frofarogj ?) ;3 n*fa faro ^gRTsgNrcsRft f%f^f?r l 
ggtfa fg%%fg qfaginfagtsfa groror toto g § ^rgR i i TO fa^TO- 
SigTOk'tTOT^g* faffgqiFqfg S?ftg% l TR*f'fff 5f 5 fafTOiS- t 15" 
fggg § gRnjggroraqfarfg'gfa ?gR2 giggro fqgfaigcfrg. i 
gsfecTT cF^cggg TO3ntq% i gg. fa sgsnrg^rggitgj *gfg?g> ^<arif— 
srroT?%%fg i gfg q>i^ ^ totw'* ggTOiTOg%( i oa)gifa gfaRigRig* 
grgro g§<miqfa g TOng}g"T TOTfro?* gTOir^q i to^ gs'Fgrgr g*g tor- 
(srrgT?g )-TOTrgfmrFR% ggg^ror jjTOfTOTTOTg^ i wfer grer snaanfa- 

g#afgT^s^flTOgfagiS[? 3 fa 5 iWT^'Tk't^ 2 > fasgroni^g tfgt TO 5 * 
ggfa TOggfa, ggrfa TOTOgifaqroraRTOgr^g 

gRgggTg. ‘‘efoiwbr ggifrog fa*ft g grsJt fafgfggggfcgiprc^g g^gRtg* 
TOgqfaifgii. i «rfg?gr fc fagr gr^ fatg sro frog giro fefg ; 

gsj-gjrpf,, fafafagg^r^gr gfai?w gRTOgiR^TOTOtg^fTOTOTTOgg.’ 

(g g i *) i 


18 grggrfgfgvrggfgg #ngfa %gifagggg ; ggjr totorto ggelflt* 
5l6jr grotgTg-sgfergsrTOfgfa. TO*g% i gggfai&r sifaTOg 
gggggTgg^g gi^g fron^ ( s s ) • 
gtgrgggggfgggggTgffg (*ft**j> tors.) 1 gr^g storrjto 
ig'fgggR^TO^TOgwfag^ (r ^rr. uto ) i ‘gTO^raroroffg 
«top% ^TOTOfgTO^fgftfg gg^grefRritgg 3 f*n i %gpg- 
gfafagpraw &£, qro^gigroTOgritTOgiTO’ ssifa gfg^* 
ggi'g suitor gspfagfFgfasqigRgroTOTTOKglggiifTl^ i 



«i«israT*r: 



3 TcTT?% 3 | 

srarcfo qT^T^msrrraH i qsn— 

fTTO^W ?T 5 ^T I 

q^r^qrr vrarer 35^1 



(5 ^r w ^us.) 

3T3 qS3?33RT^[% ^rTHa CTT fTFI^T?T sqf* ?pfti|jT, c^^TT qTS*TO7q 
'ETq^TfeqTtl I 


SfF^RRr' qrsstRTeWsqfpr' <W:’ ^R^IPH 


amresftfq—^Rttsfa *nin <rfa gnft^qfrrirfa 1 m *t«m 

qtgfs' ff^t > mf^^qe7T*Tnrferts r wi3reF ?nf—qrsqr^qm- 

^rm^fcT 1 s^rpTR °w*j‘ q (<’) sRreqiqfa- 

1 qqfr *FTf ^WrRcffafa qi^RTR 3Pft*TR ^fq 

qrrRmmfq (1 ob)irq‘ srR^ra^mRr- 

f^renrtercpFrr sftfrcn^w fewqr sr?farmq 

JPir^rfnTHT^ffg 1 3^1 3 $%T 5 # I 5 TT^lf«f 1 5 TT*T tR 3 * 3^1 

$fa ^Tr^qqTJnjjTf^^ftfq^n^Fqg^mr^^ i cr^wnr ^rfr 
w«rt i q%r% Icrc^TsqRrn • srhr 

5 ERT^f% I q^S^ff q% ST tR SFTR €tsfq fWR f 

sRF^r a*rRj3sfo ctr^rf^^Vqt^^ti. qfa$tw3 t n??Rq. i qs^f^n 
ffcl SRJTHrST^ta 5^: JF HR^qfasqsrWT I 
*nr?tteifa qqfiT^q'q1%. 1 -1 ?rt w qigjnf^ fFfuffnjs.iR^ <r*n <m 
3^=53Frr mf€Rq!ft1% gfHcRTW^s^^^g i m a*wt qqfq 

s ^-q^ g^rfq qr^f tqq^ gwteFRRiqRiWqgiPRq. i srfgqip 

%FFRRq fF^rt+Tl^qf^ I ^fgPgtfa—STpREITf^ | 

srqcwrg—^JIF^^rsl^-^WftiqTfqJCTst^fir ( 1i a ) fqflTnt qRsq 

S^fqqi^qrtfreTf^sq'T^r. i sflsrarq amrsm i sfsst^i- 


19 ^Rlfa ^r^^^iR^frswtffsr | 






sr«m siren 


foififTre JJitTsSfi ^2£r?fhirjT5?T«ltf??rr^ i 

sflfTORnq; i wr 





mpnfa sp^*rrsfq «m i 

^^^cRTf^fT^STT fsxftfemsfNr fWTSJTCreFft \\’\\\ 

(f^ * ) 


?fg ^TS^R^T^r ^T 5 Jf«T sm 

h*pt siren h 

fasta^ qsr, stewrawteT ^^spRroRrereiRR i s^iiwK fei- 
fafg [5] ^n^»p-?rniH r i f%?rf*T?rH% smrafKsm *r®f reNraf sir- i ?rarer 
s^rfg "gipti gsre^tf iftn srs 5 T*fcft^”fo («rer 3.) 1 srpr gff«j 
*fi?—qreiftHrftrftf 1 srss^rrfir 1 f$rerr%Trcftf§sj 

*m<fr SIT [ *I^IT fiFSTfifStf- I 3 Tcf S3 I 

q? fiRq, I 9 HtT?T *&fo^T I ^T 5 Rf«BT: I ^fWRrfW STTP I 3 

^ >3 

rdi ftfirfffN' li ^fir^^TRfiric? srarfSra* sir, 

nJ 

gfsgereTrfa^r sKif^Fsr ^frfwT s^rewt sife i crcrs 

snfis^roK*! v^Y 

‘% faf^q srem* i 

SRTfspf f^RS^T ll” ?f% ($ * ?:) I 

3 R- ^^ftfqrf?rT^^f%^T 35 iT?i{ir^RtqrR^^Rn^!i 

?! 3 5T*r^wr5R5Wfc?rrf?*n^%5i i (xib) gfl [ 33 ] 
STiW^KT WT iTOSBlTOiwfafa I [TO] J»#mRT^-i^!- 

M 





fijfcf» ?rfTffg ^qitfaq 20 | 8WCR(?ft I ST€ ipjt<)$W 

qreqrafr^r ^4 gjnsftfgq-, g 3 f%g ?fg 

qmgT«n*#Trfa swwraft: gfwg^f'T g w; 

5 SP*jjprn» qgfetfa^ i 

lf% *r? nsnf?>?fq??ffq5%Tt<fl-q-?:%r^ ¥.i®!}a^T?iff|% 

sm 3 §rra 


20 tRjfii^ *15 ^K^gf^jftggsrrfsgj^ 1 “qgsjf ^rr^jcsrT^r 3n%g 
s^f^gVTg '‘g’^r^^grsfi'Pi g*jjf%^j 

WWl^fir ^zmittT&nzi sr^?grf3?f% f? 

f^rafeg: i 



(srci fgcfter ) 


«Y, ______ 

?I 35 [TST?Tt: TOUT!— 

^rr^ra^t « 3 Twra: sn^ts-a s?i^%vjt i 
srira crs% i «s<tt ii 

gT 5 ?I^| 5 *If?TT: il 

rnijq^rssifsfa %gfsr^ \\%\* 

si i sk r ^^ qt^ 7 Hraf^Tq 5 [^^^m”t^ | TrqTt 


3§rr*rairf<r fl?rtf i %r $*tqj s?r4 <Kfa(f?r)^ 


3T?i =er ftr^r 51 ®$ ^g^swtt *t i 

jfftjt § ^r^rrat *r sqfgft^a^ y^^iar =*tNj^t i ^n®*I ffo 

^sr*ft i ^s^s^nf < 7 Ta<r *snl. i afg^fawrifaf^w*! 

sqsrsrfa^ * ftaffa ^nf^fa <tr fM^sr^rrs 1 ^ 

i qr^nfirfg qT^qfaiw^afaii^K 12a )^ 

33i«f » ^3 »T?a^ s>fcrf|afW3f feraa - sf&gt qaif^r^ ^5 

srrs%fa i fr^n^tai fafca- agtei%, gr^atsaaif^s? 

|f% flT^t- I ssr#iFg ffa 53^ aTW^rr 5f$3f at«n ?f% I *3 ^*3 
^qTTaia'^qk^n^Frw^^ca^tf^a^, ?ri fefara awreprc 
ijgq} n i@jct 3Uf cn^q?rr?ifs i Ttra * aif^r n%$, wtsm- 

^^car3. *f aqqg i^p 5- t t^T if^rcfvpTra- fa?TcT ?3T?I 

snsfrrf^r, afimf%srss*6i^T, **Hf‘(?) $pm\ 

«. ffsft&T ( ^r 2 ) *Mki « 5 r 4 T% 5 ^~ 


i ‘ar^Tat^d^s^’fqfg are: > 


ssTsqsrarw: 


^r% T jtch^ ii grai gg giggr# s^ri^raif^ r^tt^ i 

srtqr rn^5frs?mT sg$fKgggfag% 11 
gg qT«n 5 *r gsrr 

mq: gdg®rctf srsr j otrsi % jjgg i 
m m qftf o re r' st ni grad st? ii^ i 

( nr n. %.«?«?«.) 

“graregT sfgnrng nftnflr %fn ngng i 
gigsw*^^ iR&gTn^afg u (?r. nT *U 2 : ) 
nnr— to ^mfngsspRt ^rorrfa <tn n -1 

ssr^nt ir^RRTnnrTn^n^Rrtrq; II 

?ifn TOnfn TO?n ^ nr^r nrofag i 
<nr 3 ^fir f%?ri 5 rTf^r nr fanfs srcgeng 1 1 sfn ’• 4 
(siron^ *i^m ) (n. *sr *2 ) 

«??rflr?TTOf^fn-(^rfr:) g^sTOfnnr ^^nTnknnngfFJ^R'Tng 1 nnfn s nT|- 
(1 2 b)crq^T 4 gVnT-(nnT-)rn^r(^rwi)^ £«?Jtn fnnn 1 ft ^rn: 

n^dNnhrc: 1 wnqn nrnrn(n) g^nffn grerennwg 1 srmRnt n^r- 
nrwn- ggrafarkr gr^g^ <*Mfonr«rtnft nnnrfvmmrn- 

nrcft* 1 gg^rafegiTct %n 3 rqgrnzn. 1 gnferainTnfngtn q^Rna^ffn- 
f^r nrf^nsjtaTfggr^n 1 gt^g gifrfn sdnqfggrnTmnrqfgTqr-i-nT =g%gfnr 


2 »TT«Rrr 5 rff 5 r#fng^ , I®r^fnn^ ( Adyar Library 39 N. 37 Folio 

66) ‘tot snrtn-- g*rat srnjrnfar’fnfg sinn^% nr®. 1 
nTTOrnnta'nrnnr^ ( irh) ‘n*n ^nTTOf^n-’ *g«Nt srnnnr- 
nr’fnfn n ttstr^i f|ntn^f% fansfsig fqngffg gfsgmnr- 
nrs. 1 nrsgfggg 'nra’fafg ngn?i 3 t ‘gra’fafg grarggn- 
gtfag <H 5 ' 1 nr fan^tag fqng'ffo fqn^tfw nrawnf qrar fgfnn: 1 


q <1 

siw dfcf^fTCTwftfgr i 

?i«n 

OTI^cft gff |Jg 3 T ^ jf^E 3 P* | 

^ %| 3 T' gpqq; |f$|| 

(»rr. sr I, sx’) 

^ %W*fancT-(* sr)N?r trq ^fps'sra ^ HHHfcTOt htsht* 

srf$»rN* swr^gst totrt 3 1 

ef^TWRf ^?T 5 ^ h 53 ?% 5 ktr 4 sroriwf^, arf^gc. q^Mtersi. i 
*ntt (3)’ ssnfq—*rras'flqq^qm ^ TOcrtfg w,Tm ?rt i <k ww 
fa q*#q*fqitq h wmfagfa 4 11 *n?rfaf?r H«rtsrcn. 1 qjifphroHT- 

mfroidfgr t gsiT h ncgqrf&crTsrr to *iTOTO^fHfa i ^fa- 

^T^i^tq^qrftr^mw'nwgr «h% i sra h r^RRT, Ijrrojpsi- 
SHg 5 ^qfqTO^^rf^frfH-( 13 a)*jH- 1 to: H?q»i*rc h wrefa 1 

^tt fare' h 3 HTs§rrsRT«n qtffgr a^i^i[?i]fg 1 

fa^ro>Tfaqft %s? h 3 fefer^rutftfa ntrofa 1 q^qjYqfafa hritot- 
?4 1 fanfar ht 1%^T#rixt% qsrf qf?r 1 TO^fa 1 gq^w fTOT qrsqft 

Huri^Tf^n nr qfjtr'Rr qrt<frfct a?rmf?r 1 ifa ^TOTOT^qi^kwror- 

•» V© 

Hf$rftHTOfa?n?c. q^^fasr^frofar q? storhh . *qrqqfo >-q;RsqTqRq. 1 
^rn^rfonfa—‘qrrcnft htto^ nr nfar §hh ^ ifagrsfH hh 1 

Hi;Tf^%f^# 3 i€OT? 5 rTqf 5 ^f%cr <tot 11 ’ srrecft tot q>«PFcft 

*rfa qqrqrfTO f q?rfaT«$ 1 qroTSt- qro^ *i%rqjtq: 1 w qr«r- 
-qqrq^Tftqft qfjSTiqqiK^TO qqratTO?^ srifrogTOi^* qrsqt faqtfTO^w 

3 3 iT|f^% ot srp^SRrwqr %fq??rqfRT 1 ?q&prq$sr 

qfgsiwiqt vrfro fftr tf^tri i 

4 v^5 ST HT^THr STO^ q^3 TOT H4Tq>T StfTOmfaw fq^H- 
nqlfg ^-qTqftq#qqqRTfafircgTO- q«rr 1 h q*rr?TFqTfera. 1 

starois. TOiqq. i 


sBTsjfsrara 


frrjfsr?? ?srar STsrarararcrrmfa 5557?^ i sr q»Tg«K- 

f?m ^TqRmsr?^sraiT?r!i i 
5?twtci «r«tT— 

r>. rs * #>*s *v r\ *\_ 

33? T u r=eT^5 TOT'^T^T T5f?ra[0IF?rrT^T tf ? 3qST3?T | 
foR?? 55 ?T?:*T 3 ?SIT 3 ?iIiqf^fs 3 ?T 53 IKII (nr 3 liv) 

s??r sn> 3 nERsrq; i %q gr arctoroq, i s?g. ?r^nR- 

^fe?n[rf% ] ^f?*rrf 3 ps 3 ^rqfq t 3 q qif^qtsqfsqfcrc' sraT?rq?rtf<T 3 ^q*q 
sqsrqsqg 1 qfpfqqqr#qqTqfq g<iqrs 5 qrq«cifc g«rffqfq#5 “*w qftfpq” 
ssnfqg (13 b) «FgqTf?% g< 5 qr 4 qtqif£q^ 3 W 9 ^reff ! 1 qqfq?, m 
qpeqtsq qsqrfaq qqfqqsqT w-rfqg ?r??l <T?r <req qgsRqrq qsf>rfqfq£rq- 
q^rrgrq: 1 %qqr ^rf^M^rs-in^^rr^iicnftr nc^igR^t fqdqpjpsqnq 
qqq spqqqrsqmrqfq qsqpq<q artqgqq^, g*q f? gfisqqrra. nssacft%. nfa-qR- 
(nr 1) $?rt s<sqmtq-, qT qrfqrr ? qr^rcq <prrf%<^ iurfa- 
q^n *ro* 5 fqg*rerfqst qfnfqqsrrq qiwrqqr sratfesra gw^wriWT 1 “*rq 
nfom” fsrKJ ^ww 4 ^' n fiwiferaw#T 1 

‘‘stI^’’ srrqt 5 qrsq?q nnsJfngn^^qr^Tf^wg^qiJqnt nifaq f?rfe 
gMTqqiq- 1 fqdq-rfipq tq*ter^% n feifeqqifqg 1 a*rr qt§>g 

“arfqgp-qcrqr nqTfq. i;f%q*q =q (irfqq. ?§qra?q) qrqqg 1 
qr^gN *qTf?rc<mfMhr 5 11” (q. 3. v* 5:) 

33? farar%?nf^— 3 ?r qqq 1 qrqq^qrq qsfciT t fq^qrfq^pqfqfnnt - 
qi qqrm 1 (14 a)fn^w^qnr 5 R%rqr w fqsj%% 

qsrtqqg i qr^Rtqrrsfq n nrq wifir ■% 3 gqgsqRt I m *§r^fM£n§f|>- 1 
?rar fnFF?#r fq’qrat sq®q!t, %n fqfq^qT ^q?), %n q nfq?qrqf*ifq 
sqirq^qt? 1 33 'jqrqgqqqtqrqfq q qnq^nct,) 1 5j(s)qtq®qiqr^- 

qiqr^g grsqswftraw? 1 srqqq sq^qq^RFn^sfq 


5 gqtqi^qRT^fq SiTS: qi 5 : *qiq I 


fgpfa 3 ^T€! 9 \ 

Ttgfgfg i s|5£rt fk*m ggfa, n ^^tt- 

^S-^KFI ii 

srraqrpfNi ^ir — 

^WT^i^rf ^ sn^: \\l\[ 

fCRprtow^ srirofTsi *m w% 

si fg^r' vm ?im^qsrpta ^ g**t 

gras:: i 

3TT?nf^5riT%^ «n i 

»J5?F*T«S twrai KHTT 5nfT%Rf;f%?niqT sq%^g[ rPTr^TR^T^ 

♦TT^f fq^fq s^T^rqifq^TT 1 *Fqt*rra firsgwr smgifgfg ^Tc^r qrfT^W?— 
3[«I%i% I sqT^r^ltfq (t) 5!5q v -(sqq)q g gf qg ?fg qgTqg |Fg %5T, 
^gmqSTqsfNlWq^ ^Wgitfig 1 

trifT ww fcgu, ?ihr{r^ sgni— 1 SFrerr^snfafg i ^i^nf^- 
^rqpg^rsqqgrgg i ^Kfafafg q^fqwgrsg^fgqRsfgqr^J ? 8 1 
sgq^ i afgqglpfg greg i 

gnwf^^rg snfgsqrl^qT^sgTfw i qg 9Rflgj%r g|gRf#qg>i, 
ggtfg** Sffg fqi% RT^RtfiFft, ^ ^Tfqggrgqgftq. ( 14 b) sgfipu 
msgt qfrTfaftfg m h ggfqV gtgfqqqsrs, gifg^gra 

6 qmfrfgf^” (snn ) ?fg “gglffti^ 3tfti ,5 fttcr 

($i«ih °) l^tfqq^gg <TT3rg t gffggfqfa qggsgfts^qTgrqTST^ 
qg^gg ^ gfgv-qfg. gif?grggig 4 ‘‘^rfgqqifg^g *s?fftwiir 

®N 

sfgqiqg^W ^ I.sawt gqkwtfa ^wqfe’Tscfg i gg«r 

grl fgqqgqTST^ratqlt'rTOteqfgqg^ ^sr<n qmtgqsfagt 
fq?%q q [ g gig‘ i ?n^s«r% qTfq^qpqrqt “qrqqtfqtfg q^pgwTf 
sra^’Tg fggssft g^gmrcrcqmT groifg -1 






?ri4J 4 ^ssrt ?f?r *rt: sjisjsft f?rr#rT 

fqqqfqiTTq) 5r srTRtcftfa «r s^qRTtq 4ri%: i sqTRsa' fi^fr 

gre^pgpif i src<|srafefq firfqR: %?: 

i T%gftsfi firm: sttotst^V ri^qRTsirpsi i 

WTf— ^I’MM^R r 7 i *2srarf?44i sf44?) 41^ i 

qqrl^aqr 54# ^slsfa 44 sq^spst 514)4 9113;? cnrrfa sfss? 

|f% % 4ff S4ff>q5cft ^4f4^T4^H I Sqf^psnTTST 8 ^ “44 5 4?fit 

4fg m 544fn3iT^(i:) ^firpfs” (4 4 . ^2 ) 1 ijw sqpqfaq 

^rraraPT 57%sqf|>f44^4Tqrq54i s 4qsrct 1 qf? fqqqTqTqTq r qr?qt 

qwrqisr (fq 3>-)feei; fqsq4)’qTqT444)% > 43 srifsT^sfa 41 % qqqqrara 

f%fqfq 5K4f%^TSS444 4 44% * 4T4TSSfqqq 57T%4 qq Sfcqifqsqsrqi- 
cfRt—^rar 4r44. < 4#% sq# i ?grict: 4%' 4 afjq& 4 =4444 I 

fm 4% sqf|>qT4‘ 4144%* 4.4 4 424447 4^ 44)4 9 \ 3757qt4Tiif4 %t, 

stqtqqTssftsrqt cT?t qraqrararq i wfir 4 ^raftw sprat 44 54%- 

qfqqgsqq^fqqq-, 44 44 S4r4lf44>^4f5I3<f44T4gil>44Rr$44t^ f444 

fSTSfar q4S44lfqqq. 44T'( 15 a)4c44S^ |4IT?— »fh gg} ?% I ^445^4* 
4T%4r % 4% 4f4- 4^44)^43 fTCTgf4T44T 44*g2f)q- I 

?4*4T 3ff5^r^4r(#) 5r#?45ra)44344fq5lf4qr4t S^fTC^raqir:, 44 q4 4 
444T%4 StR+q 444 5T4[?Tl4^%^4T’ : g4'lf4f)f4 I fqgRJsqqTfqqr 44 

3ft4?^T445454Stf4n4ra4kT 5 544%: qf4q%4 fqqf^Sr I 4<nfsi£rf4, 44§- 

«J#«W54T f%:, 4TB«Tf^ra%t%%4) 4*§§ 4 44% 434 § STTS^qW 

7 f4%44%4f4f4 5lfqq7% I ?rS45t4T44)f44iT4t- 
S4T#44T4: %4%—I (<4%%, m$- 574)44 441 fell 
%^k-, 4 i 4lfJT44.45%4c4 Wqforfqf4 ( 3} 2 : ) 1 

8 ‘sqfsqRr^’ft gft434f%f 4R5. I 

9 54%f4i% ‘‘qScftfq 4^f f4t 4T424.4J4ff44T4.1 4745R4rf4%44T 

43tsfq S7T4 44tS54i’’?TI4^44%44f45n44%4 t 

*■* >J» 



ffqtq q§nq 


asTreft srrra: i 3 tu' ft “q ft nHT^jnn 

TtfcgTm^TT^fWra; JTf” ftft 10 I %Nf goi: i 5 pT%T ft 555 q 5 re re 
qqg ftRF?rt i stpkt: q^Tqrtgqiqqq ferrarc: i ftwn % i TW T- 


A, 


quqqfqq fra qns*r wn&qt q^sratPE fra ra: fppgsrf ra^r fqqnfi 
qrcpqf frsfrar srfr%’’ Rra ^ppit^t^k: (is« ^:)i q^srrgraT- 
^qi g Jjoiq^qqrarrf qTf^vnfq^ Jjnrcqgj gmr&qraqqgraT 
qqgq qi^qTonq'^Tsrq^fT^f fq s«eqt, spshrai g^fR ^ggi^' 



qfmq^tf^qqT 3#rq’ i srnJWf; f^i-?r*nfq , ifg t ( 2 ) ^Tmtorfa- 
qwsfqr qfrfq qrajnta i ft^qTqratgf^fg—sqp qqqTfwRjqqT 3 W- 
snwraqRrarfqqqrq qTfqqtft q$ | srrcrsif f<?ra sqqTf^qwrfqqT?—q* 5 fe 
ttfq w^ff^Rr sfq. i qiqftqi sqfNftw q qWfqfqreq.1 qq. ftwntojTfq:, 
#srt[?] qrertqiTf—qraHqfq » %qpqq^f?fc6rwjr srrfq^r ^isqsqqfntg- 
fcpnrrcrq; i ffqfaRi q srrqpqqq f^r sramT?(15 b) ^T%n tffq- 
fqiqrtqq 1 *e«t ot*i: %wrt, s?sqr^:fa qr^rariq 1 °m sn? ^fft 1 
snFwra CTJrrfHq sgftqfcqrrt 1 sifjiMt fjiMt gqraqqq) qw- feqmr 
ffq ffirf 1 'jqfsfqsrwrff^ qq^^rfq: 1 qqfir q*n <m>fen q*rr- 
SRrsRgq^sqT 1 gffjg—qq^ngqT%(fq) qsq qrar#?q qqi 11 %q 


q<£ff*ira qifqqqVq ^Tf^rifqvqTfqi^r gqfirfq %rf*?qr ftqq: 1 

tq qqqqtsqq^dt 2# ^qffq l S*nraqt qiqfcq: (Lahore) 
q*qrff!t ifqqwftsfa gffq: i qqRcqqg^ fqpqqqq. wfqfq 
qwrpsqrl 1 

qqq q^'fffqq qfrqraisrqft #q£qq qfftqg—'• gqtgq^qql: qijf 
q;qqRqiq. i i^Tr srafqqqt tf: ^ sqqfqqqt ti qgfq qqnjq 
srfqtq qjjffg i qw^t qq) Sit $ra$qqi qwnr. u—qqra<' *m’ 
qw: 3 ^% qr fasqr faf? 1 aqiqgqr qrqsrafqRTqr q qqrqq%”fq 1 





^grRg q§&q sp: sgfg 

?3rRn*T^T^T^ff5Pnf^m STa^^c^TT^ ^TTJTT^H I JJgcfOfSnT^- 

qrenf^qfta qT^nr^ i qrgf gfflrrgi f tf& g « 

qflf^it f5reror%g flssm^g m f^ q^nreft f ^f qi ^ra f 

qrar$. fiti&fHs&z, srfir imtnim wm&fa mgmm i tREforsj 
qgqprarsstMN srqt»r ^i'jqt(ftr)^ ( n a: <)*?•— ) 

3i5c%fd—3F% q^Ts:=?rrsfir(f)f?rs^i5i. i sqw^crc^hr f«rar 

f^pft?cf, 57 s >#ra 5rcr<r?r 33 ^% i [q-]^r spjn^r ^?^r- 

q^f% 12 i qi^rafarac^ 13 fewrfifqs^T x^t |c g =sq?% i 

q^TI iP graCHfSTf 35# WC^pJm i ?I^f>T?FKrR 

*pt 5T3 wsq^T^rfr^wT ^rs^T^^T^rf—^qqtfe i s^gw^rrawre 
*F?HTH ^Tf-q’cmigrWra 11 1 ^sr^rsfa i ssp* tp^a 15 -— 

• •• • *• ••# * • •• ••• *•• • •• 


x 2 gfgaaf wrfiifa gr5T?raf^3^%3 qrst i tfpr ispqfafg 

sqrqqHtj; I sfr^ogr^JfH^ wwVn:-(-*rccr *t: ?tt: ) 

iffa 5t5TT I 

13 ‘srrfqqgsrg^sfa tfsrrf 3 Tf’f^r qs^T- 

WS3CRT 3«n*TT5* 1 

14 <WI%raFW "ITS. 1 ^5T^T?T?3#tfq^iqr T5JTT55T«(t5nf*Tfe *?T5- 

qds^f M?r ?f?r f%555f ^^qf'ta'rresi 3 t<i?pI' srwrfw^aT- 

ys, .... — 

qqqm I 

15 q3T^35J% qpjf ( =1 $-".£. ) WHUrnRT^t 3T3f?fT %& 

gsw^pnfawqT^ firf^n4% 1 m ^imr 

„, .*> ,,. . . . . 
qst^rcnj. t 








srfr%f%WTTmcq^ i ergrariiit wr sr^ra: s&fljg?iT 
swraMraqTrf q^g^rtarsir q » 

set gwrs^sera gwr sram^srarrosrt^ara licit 
sr fra ^T^rrateira^: i sr^ra srs^? i 

gwr^rars? ctuFr ^rs?rts«r nsnsraie^ i 


sraftssif srcfsrr ^ronssdfqm^n \m 

f> fN _ . 4 ^. 

'ttm i^ra f^rrfi 


^Tfrat ^TT* feTTfi g 

*HfTss^n ^3 T ^m ncraTHT^?gwr#gi «rr^ f^raran^ 5awb% 
* 3 rra^ wc srrartrasrr »n?ra£ srp? f^n%: sratm^%ra 3 erar 
sr raqfq #?? qrasrarr^tra srafari era? sf^TRprRJra: sralrsRTir 

*53R% ?Rf 3 STRtfw: fP^TRK: 




55^on lb | 


< 3? %% % TO#?: TO*I‘ I 

^rr?ra ^rot %cga>T ht fs^n ii*oi i 
‘iirar: srafiTra’ ??ir?r: snwira’ fSErrsft ^raristfrocira: si%fri%ra?^' 
53#ft3R: fro snf#*?s% i era 3qTfT%ifc? i “ifkjppw 5 

f?rr^ af^rarf^rai^^ra qra' ^ ^nfffgi srran sqrairrf^?^ g g 

“ ra t ra ? srrf^raT fra rawrff- 



i q srra 17 M gfts raq ira * m ^dsforat i 
sTOrfrorenrarai^ srrarr sqf%vcif#q% i ^rarr fqracrrfjrara » 
ggj qgra qr$ t sttto fq^raeqn^ W ^ 

%tt 3 ?pra>’ fetra ^ nflrat^sra q ^s^rra ^n??^?#c?rfwqT era? 

fqqqrara^I ‘*?|FTqT ^T?’ f3131 eRPP? 


qffTfisf! 



(zoa) *m ffg i q errqfqq sRt^Rerwr qrfa q&snf q %Rr i srang- 

ir%gt %® gff sg# agtfgRfg %?, m sqrRffq^ra t 

% 

~ “3rfggT¥nfg^ef^#gi%%^ g(er)w* seftfgn, sPra > 


16 g*nq snsqsjrpn^fqqrt qq* q ix^wrqqpSfHgi ^NTCTqfqqT5C<<rq|‘ 1 

17 ‘g gri’fg srif^: «?rs: i 




grWi-%?r sprr, 

gtigfT^irrfjrfsT^T^ i 

^ *f crrs^^n^ i ?ranr#f t ^TfTssfit- 

5is|: s r fd TT ^ cRWWi^rt ft srfarfqqT^firf^asr?ft3R^sT5J«i: i »ifT- 
^^^TOT^STcf^ g T I ^ Tc R sffr fra 5pW^TmtTRTsPjniT?n: # \ 


=t § *rr^w, g%«iT-(5TFT %srarc)cm^' a^ffwrernu sri^qt 

^qFg^sfq^Tf^gjsrai srt Rftrc gq qw fPr q ^^jTgwrr^n 

^h^:* (^ ?r\ 15 .) 1 gqi^qiPRfanfqqwpnjqmi #7 f$sqf?r—fi rea i firfa 

$ 4 % qrerc, srp fMN sn^rrat (nr) «ak*nf^rf?r 1 w g^?}. 
q^lT- I ^B^I^RT^’TTfe^F^T gq, qf| fqqTsqrq^g qr 

fqM $q 1 snwlrq wi qs% 1 zm— 

STTcg^qq^qi g^iqTfqqstfqir 1 
qraR: *qra*rqnf q^qfr g&r 11 

q =q gqf fcqr qtfsqr^fg %5C, qr jj^, st gr^firs^ft <rt q>r qral ? qfi? 

s'^TRfr ^rfirwR 5 Rf-(?), #1: q=q<ftf<r grarraTfircroq q giTfqsnfqqiqq- 
§q»l 1 w feimraT^q q^giqFqqTf^RRi <pqr qfgsfqqr <rf|qtqtsfq 


^f%fif-(2ob)?nf—af^^rfd 1 a%rwT fq»qrfq?rq. gfqf| 3 TqTq^(q?qq)q>qTqr 
fqqsqwgsqqq; sqsrftcRfq ’Knqq; qq^ /dqq t w %qfa 1 ^q^qppj- 
sraq; 1 tjq qq*q>fqqtqqnfq fqRTfqqfa: fri%fqsrT? fq *gffi<rd 1 gctfe $ 3 qqf 

^*n%^q 5 =?rem i tfipi ffa—f^rol 3 RT*rft <ftaq qreqra fc Tfe q taHj tt%- 
<rqq*ifa 1 urn gq; snmuemr sqm* ^rfT^(g)fR?rf?r —1 
fSRcTTtsffjd^Tqrw^T swrqnfqqTqTq 1 f %. 

■o 

qrsqfs^W qtqqSRf ^ 4 WHTSSJTqftlf^ct 5 T 5 T fq?qq% I Vg |fg a^Tfig- 
gi^»nqT*ifaTqqTqqjqp§ q^frr. qqTwqqqrsq 1 sntqFq^qTqqT*!* g rs q gt 
$ft«r ftfw: 1 ?fq qR<di<UHqTqrq ?ratsqf q?gfqqrqts*qqr qtarera” 
(?. q. v»j:) fi% qrsqer q^qq gftrajqfq: 1 ^n»ef t srraTf^r ^sf^q 
^« qf* qnsqi^nsqqt^qq, <£% acsrr sRjnrri^n ^ ^rnrars^ 






<° 

-,r- rs - .I -ii- __ - A fL-Jl ft ■ , 

^T*TTrs<*n <g rawt u 

sn^aurpn: sTT^tTmTO^r OTOTJrrfw?Rfa RT^% 

N» 

_______ *\ 

HT S^ITT HTtNT II 


1% I l cf%cT?t SS^Wfm^fg' I SRaft- 

Ttra i gr ^rere iffrqf g^s. smsife- i *r 

ST^T ‘5U^ 5TW gt’fcT ( 9T f ITT * «BT ) 4f5f <jW<T ^RR, I anTTaRTr 
f? iPRc^aj^ srfgqr^fagaiaftgi# ^ ai^ar wT^TcfSRrV# iratap% 1 
sr sr Jt?gwTarl(%) craw ?f% ^^?f-(22a)sf^r3wp>q i gg- 

sit? n#Rf i ^ft faffa: l 


*nrftra—anttr i sir ^ 

W#S*rf f^. I S^T^TdTfS £4*^’ 3^4%— 

sRtRSl^fa i ^HRifasrcu^Ptf I ^w«nsg<iqf?fara 

’ft^RfT^sn^ i 43 ^ifir" arnijqR*mftf?r armHR*’ ftiraR^wsnRR^n- 

^m?TT?nra 5 ^t^m <p>T, * g art 3 Tclf?r 1 4 4 #q^T^^a#fcPRqf^TO^' 

^rrsR, ctamfqr ( gw ^ ) ^rasrffi’ fwsswrara;, cfg. fcft- 

s*t ’ft’us^qfsr^rnT —4 w^rr^r jjrs^Tg. 5 ^ 4 % g- gpr- 

f*PT 44 cftf% 3^4: l 4 *g € 3^-R 

3 rpig ffa 1 43 arf^f^awTresr 3^4% 44ft 331%%%% 

sratannaftsaff gas 4 34 fo gs 4 %, 4 f? ^remrfh^aRTT- 
( 22 b)?f ^t^tw aBnsw i%lfR, sre^ffTfa 5 rr*?Tf%r *r®f 4 C. apiihr 44 f?r 1 
44^ 1 srcsRrNdsfa fwsta: 1 sr 4 T?c 44 5 ara 4 frf 3 rcr«?Tg 3%- 

<re i?am(%). 4 crtsst ^4^43314 arm^afinrffr. 1 54: 34*44 1 ait artsfi*- 
a^satft fw ^44 44 asnfsRrs^ a#imtRTSRfwai^ 4 i 3 aft 4 T 4 f 34 iOT 44^4 



saftan^foraTSR $if^ ftfamg. 4 g 


®44%S3cftcl[ 44STTC44 34t4%, 5RI ! R^SilT?I i 5^t 5*141, 4T4J4% g aftw 

?f4 I 44If s— 




fegfa stra* 


5Rftg?q jpqcf prgi i 

q-^T^iwnpr «tujih' 3^m?r|g^ n 
gnq aqggT^sfg zrernf qtsqgisRt i 
fafag gg 5^f sgTfgfagTq gtqj g=sq% ii 
wr * siwrfflrerak f% mu* t1 gfsR^r *5rgfafg sparo^f^r- 
935K> ^ST^T g *fj-( snf?g «), ^ gsrqtaqg4 5 *ITO (?) I 
gpwt— 

**Mfg*srg*ra% ^ggfggqfg gisgt ggu i 
^qr^qggTgrfqggfq gr?=? qf^pfg 11 (*? 3 : i ) 

^ wf ftrara g (^s) wretsgrsgTfq 1 

g ggjFstegtq (g ggi gig ) fgrniqr ( 23a) g^ifqtqsrni^ u ?fg 1 

W^%prt wtq %fg gf sqq^rerg qgh^rgT ^miggj^g (q rare q?<$3 ) 

gsrfq q>r ffg sqq^ g s^rgrmfq gqr mgf^ggi gfftfalgqteisgraagg- 

q^rngmsTf^r ?«r>, wgrff(f)gn§g gsqsriftfrTqfg (g), ggr gq> 

wn^ ggq qg 1 ft; jq^qTfgrgg qrsqsrir « S5g% 1 ?r^iw- 

^g^tsgspTT, tqnfr, gwmr, qqg?g>, *j^fg 1 gsngrtif gr«gfgT 20 — 

srqrfqFgqq m qisqgrg [ gqgvj; ] 1 

fgqg<is«WT%r gffegr gggt gg 11 ( qT. q. im ) 

tgrd qrsqfqsgfg&qfrr wfgntgn 1 

>0 

glfgqgsshq qqg?5ft ^tt qsfq %qgq 11 


20 qqqTqqrsgr% I q^gsrggqqiqgggj* • ^gteJwnongr qggrgr 
g^qgt qTqqqqtqTffgrqTgq^mg w^gralq;#^ gg^ftqgsT- 

grc#?fT ^qq% fqgncgt fqgR^gfRqfcjSt q>fqqaui<cf$ gfg- 
q^qtsssrgjKgigr gtfe^Rfgu?. ( *r°- 3° 2 ) 1 sRTfgqiw- 
5%g5Rft g^qrTgrqfwfqgfgq sfg*rrfg t %gqr f^qqiqigjm- 
^giTfq ^q^ ig- gist g'-ggrawre* 1 q|q srraftsilq* qr 
aig^rTgr gfr*iT«q?qT^gr 5 stj% $ghrg<tq qg4% (ini^), 



usurer 


?rsr sNttf crmfs’id *rar t*snci i ^qgggsra ?f?r X—• 

*m% ftn% aiat fgsnjjTftst ?t i 
l«xt ara 5Rt?Pwr anuiffi1%sr^5rT u ( ar. t t n *\ ?) 
??ra ^gfqqrr, q^q^faXrsg^iaXTg. i ^rr*tfg*ppi>rcT ^^frr w— 
W5=?r Sffq^TtgqTfoft I 

an33iftwf%^7 uwrer ara u (ar t- in*} i ) 

?w f§;f=jqr §<srrf? w,t g =a i fr^ar qwcft *mr— 


anrcXft aT?3T#a^faX 53 T^T'R <rtt% ‘‘c^ra%sraXl®* 
KR^%5I^T^ I ^ Sr srfi> foaTSSHaT ^3f% sg: II 

4 J 

Hr?l: grreFa ^ tr qw^ft *rqfa’ i q*a?aT ^jtt *nfq 

ggaw. i a*n ^sr qjCTsrenqjr awi 
agm: sstenrat saiT^R. i ^w^sgqfarqffaf 
fats: ‘otX srtnMhr *R*ft *w’ ‘<rar aiw- 

suf’C^T^m^^g ga i crenfsiT?nHn?rnar a aTiagfa q>fffact 11 
atfq# a iafaq f qr qralqT ^ i aaftfq ^ alfqaar faafta 
»rcfrrcft ii artra aqq^aX ^qgrR^Tfaat i *raa #tt 

=?rpqa wumf^ff 11 sanfgsRi* *r?m^r ‘asTFaa mwf- 
f 5 % 5 «r«rT srinreqrflfsp&’ar^a sfimf^r faiasr <rara?w* 
^TTOWRRiV^ l W^X^T tat^tgafRT 3TW qTSRXtat# 
$ 3 rT c afNsr ^r qT ?ffw?Ri t rawi% 1 srag^gwnf^ 
g 5?*rqasr% ( g <rs-3«. ) 1 gasnf ‘9U7% fai!t amt-inn 
f^qql^Ri^n^qr -a^ irii ^rf^ri^TT g q^^cfr sfa: apr- 
qsai 1 ^rsatfa^a: g^iT aTaaqrfaat 11^11 4 *n«or- 

sfq faanmagl# 1 q^ta stow ari?FaafiT»j?j% iivii 

a^ir ss^iwaiafwd faa^t 1 35% ate?rq;% araTg^pir 

q?aw; h* 11 aTHtTOwn sr faaXgqfirfip 1 twIyfaaiiNr sara 
?fa 1 





n 

?TT HUH 

RRrWTSSdROTfaftTScn^ T*ftftor STfqT^n^Td'Tm^' STT% ^rrwt- 
^TORT RT^ | 

^rrfw ^ str^r; sn^rrR*?rR«iT i 
tiWt ssr Riftrt— 

ff^'Rfasrsrcr ^f?j[qrwr?f»TPVTqr i =er qs^gV st aqftfagT n 

5«R fffa^r, |%T^?f^J3jt ( 23 b)-q^fT^ I qtfJrnt^T ^ITT mi — 

gf^f srfa^ gferar i sRifafa^RT m 3 ?pm qFrfmfagr 11 
S*rsr fafasrr *«giHp*T-<rc iteR 1 

s*p‘ srsffafa 3j|. *pqf«pT (flm) u«fi *fa^ 1 
farercr *fag (farfjRqfag) m gs^nc* qfa^fggR. 11 ffa 
^RR^r?— ^rrfa gif gfafagifa gifa fapfawr $] *fatfw 1 

m r gtfar grfa IfRfR 3#g gig c I *ig^T qgfag » 

( 5&. 4 'il’i^VlVA ) 

3§T?fag fag sfagg. *pf*fa *ffa% « cT^fn5?lfa?lT[^JTT]-*W'cftfa 1 

fa^Tfawni?^ fa<?Pwsmfat 

fanwg^Rffifa^g^RR 1 ?isnaj sgR^nRTgRgk- RtgfaRr- 
gg I ggrc— f ‘3i%irggT^sRTSTf^«r*n?qtqgiR g^ffTT%”fafa 1 ( ^••* 

5r, 2 ) gg ^gdscggrRgff^T<tawgra |fa I fwH i 

eTf^IT^fa—^ffRf: gRfsft 5T gqfagJTgiggW* fa^rT^ITfa- 
gg, ?TT^s. 3 nfafflTfa gg.#gRtg. I ggr g gwrufa gg'Btfefafgsfafa 
g-4 jfujrt fimr * «ni g— 

3 rfag% gigrgig. gre c qTg. gggrgg 1 

gq^fang: fegrafaT^p gn qsprr ggr 21 11 sfa 

(24a) fa^gisg^ |t g$fa gtsfaggfag sr*Rgi®aR<fa *m g«rR: 

gsgggRgiRT% gtsgf fgHgis^g 1 [ ijr ] gtgRWE ?fa 1 

gsgw %f, cfa ggfq f^sfa gRgfa ggifq € g 

2 i sq^fajrtoigqgtffag ^4 wfa%fa gigfgc 1 wRn^ggttaqr- 
gTgq'tgggifgr fqsnR gg sajiwn 



'jfisrrcN : 5 ssn* ‘*rk*u£ 
?arar ?r i srar ft ^TsNrs^rTrcoft g^iT HT^rirr^irr^^Tt s^rrawr 
srfq ift^T^^r «KT«rrm^T% sff%wf?r^gq^TTf?rtf?r %fergj 
53 T^HC^ifcgoiT^%jf to^ttcit g^iT 33 55^% «r qrr^sTsr 4 tocr 
%m$( I 59fT«TT?:oigaiTS5Rc%fr <7TT# erg ^^Tcl I 

siw ?fo 22 1 ?Fq?sr sqreqraqq ftfircftfST srrewfqt sqre^n: 1 

smwtsrqrf—‘€is?qr§rw qqsWftfq ( m- *r. %. 1. vi^c ) 1 

«wr«?Tfi[ 9 pf. 1 ft;qTq>TT^ ^q^qFnqif^r^-1 srat #pjt ww- 

*p*rtforac CTifitenft 1 cm 

«n( ?n )-gf%, srat mi^i <£%- 

(qrcfir*) 3J Hremsefarf ^spqFcRfa ] ipoftfa qm*mqq: 1 era 

*Nt wm “4 srtfW:” ‘‘^r’Tflfcr 1 srw ftf?*-—iitarstf sKpjm mm- 

qranqfcgqmqqfq 1 ftfirag ^jt*r *Tff% (*rl%) stmt (^rrarni) srwRTfaqwsjqg 1 

crarwp% 3 ?%fafjTrflfrR qrs'faarfim 5% 1 sifg^ftenci;, 

qrraqpr^r fwrstrtercrg; 1 sreft Jrapci^n ?—1 gqn^t qrr4- 

^ferg^^ 5 frgtq#T (24b) q^pfafagqpnsr qu^f^er ffa 1 

<* 

* s*q?.> [ ’ft Jt^tci. qrrqfqf&fasrasrni 1 sm quRf»n$— 


22 (l^RfuRr ‘R 3T * ?T q 5TT 35 3j\ 

■s > N *\ -N ' 

'? 3 \ si j ?i’ qqjfqmqqir %' qq^q jp-qqifeicqq; 1 
#qqq?sr#<?qt»Ttsw jfaiw f?r qifa^fscftq 1 

23 ^I^vqqgR^lfqfq Sefab qfaef ^rgr | ‘stfSTCr **’-( q[- 

«.i^i^ )fq^iT%T sn^mrta^t fqqjiqrqt gqjiqiqra sfq gfof^crr- 

qrerer- sfimfer 1 srf^qqr sra^ftr qm^qjrar feqw 

gqqn^fsq *pnqq%3§qqtfq i sraiJcr fqqrqjf%gqt: ^nsqqifgqrq- 

3Tf|5rT ^snjtfgsrc;*!! qf^grqun^nftqfq^qtqRi^wqg- 

qrai^: r jftqft 1 s^q^i ‘^qqrsq’ ?fg fq^ra e? a^fer. ^ 
q.5qq^%’fq ‘q$jqfs'rasqTf?a$ van nqt*repiqtq. 1 


s^mcrs^qrs^KST g *Ttorrr w (rt 3T it% i 

STTaRraT^tS^ 5T g JfT??T^T^J^ I St% Tf ‘JT^fT: 

^rf^r’ s* 55 ^t5it i sqfgrcmFft srrss^N ^rt^^rraT 
ifcratn i 'sngsfcn^ ‘ssTg^’ftreqT^ ^ «rf- 

^rcronsrrf? t q^roT^ sr g^r^jRwu «* iT^rn^' 

^rrsnrSffe i 3f^ § TW^^sfr q ?rf%ci ^fg* 2 ‘ i wtq armf^FB [»Tf]- 
ssftr (fr«TRT )-Jirf—3TM^%f?T i srF?ra«rf* ; nw*r' a^r m ^is^ttc- 
ggr srertfa: m qjwfa qfc err agif^T^f^T ifh:» w?r- 

<rasbn?Ffa atg^qatfir ^qifq srwf^tac? gqf%*TS*n?r "pnaqiq faftra- 
qra; i qg qqfqqrqrqf gwftftg ’m q ai3i>qtqqwfq: ? srt sn?— 
sif^RPflrra f fq i q^qqraqfqqTqTqq^q q#%sfqqqg> ^w^r^rr 
wsv 5iwt ? sunfa %fqgrqr?fc*fcrr wfiKfwnq 

qq#q^ i cr^Tf sj^RnTT^t %fq—• 3 fi^ s? n r ^ : qf^qi^qra. TOq?ife^- 
sgfqfqqrqsft q sRsqrqitfqfs I —^qfqqwTfowl i 

^RTFgt —sngf^fa i ^rres^rr^rf^fq gj^qr^q^- 


24 alwg ‘%fqq.’ ‘mk’ ?Fg ^TOwfcr' q=q3 1 *«nV 
lf% fcrf^sjfcqifsqqq^q ^qqfiMfq firRRftfq fqf^rar ?r # 1 
^*53^3% VW& 3x37^3*3% fefcRTOsrawwra!. <if^ 

sftfmn 1 gqNta gwfera 

g^fqfg sqTxL I »Trqp"tflCfiWff 3 S^fT^I t fft E f5 5^ 3^* 

qg q i fMq qsfiPfcgTgfr q*wsfqfar i «5qt^*r% WwiRt- 

pfastorre^, m jj% 1 

[g] q^3n;qarr qqq?lq ^srfq^qigfs* qrqsqqisrqfqqwq- 

q^nfgqTsir firiqq i qq^ra^g (? *-* «. S-) qsqrfM^fltef 

stfq g% ?m afoqfqgqqpww 5 * qwr^qft fqqg^qfafRsra- 
awrq$ 1 





SSTSifSPEro 


I OTlp*PraVfi& ^f^qT$F?Fn?2J 

sratet*m i sr qrp&snrcqxfiE* 

^f%rl’ cTT^T^TCt WW ??3[Tsrt ^T %*%'. I ^TffWTaT^- 

wr jwt rraT i ®r«rr- 

sx%m f?pfT5WT#s^i% zmn wfcm^ cTT^rr^ *r<*TScns*T 

cf^TT l 

SJ^oiT ^ qffsH-lT IKRII 
?TRJ%^T¥?n ^|l HTg 

mi-m tf|?rr ^ srrl?rr 3 i 

srsfl'SPT f| 5?^JJS!!nqK»TWT^ I 

snr q^np* m— 


*qi3qrcn. i g^fer %Rf qqra^qq; i ^ qiWrf^TWnftft sssqq; i 

?%— < ‘s? fsrr ( 25 a)qwi;sr q#i5q €qq^, q^i$ qgtqirw, 

g fq^rqqrqqiq: | qsr pjrqq^ssnrre s^eras^t ‘nuit 

qrq’ ^rfq^qql ^i%qn:rg^ i mtFfrt ^iarrJTf«r^ gqjg%qt 
qqi^qrvqi’filfq (m ^ ?J. % a-IRR»)l f^rctaslW H 

gqqq^wqTq: i 

^Jrat^ra—OTTfaqfswfa^q; i ?r?rR"crc‘ qpft^q a^rcTqjmfwqHT? 
’CCRffef a^rcjq qrrftgq; i sn^fa—^^q^fWT^^rqRtw^qr i 
qqq awi*?:—qrwgqt w\ qiq^r =q i 

q?qr^ ^qr. i g^rftr afa?i tfT^'TMTMqqRrvqrast i <rer ifa ^T?qqq^?qr- 
^tvqr qte%f% i 

#S?f Mt !3Wawfq^( f#W ) fwr4fireTOfq fqqf%q- 

W ^rrf srr^ra i ^ sfojppjr |q^fc i aql^qt- 
3TWq qq.T& sqifqtjffo fqqf^raqr^q q^qqiqjrqiq. i qg qqtsrq^j qfgqro* 
qTiqy qjrf s^TOT* f^ct W% a4t*R fHrT I qWR sqtoqtq ^(sq^)- 
^qr%qiwq% (2^b)-qq w yHlrlfn i qq. f4> srcta*Riqpg'T 



fgcfa 31H. 


i jjs' *tot— 

g# fq^fcaf^r# grfsrasrMir &%cf 
5 ig^f^?i^r«rqT *irerc<rrereteiT i 
srt g§?(|y?reR 

5#Rgqaprra4i asfonftsift Jrt?^ m\ (^ %n #. ^ i ) 

cT 5 %f^ I ‘ 3 T’ ?r 5 f sgsft, stw^n - fa^q ff% %f%ft. i 
Jjt qef^^aRffliJn'^rajftqq:« sjijs" 

> srn-^q ^fa^X^sPi’ M *r^ < 
^if^rqr 5 f^[-cr^> zq,^ cF%fg[ i str^rwra—^ricfi^r 
fas&sfa ^rTWforfagnipRtfft tr*r gfas^rd 3 § wf\, g«n ^rf%a1i%^r- 
?rf^ 5 !i^{% tn* sfftsqffrd 3 3^: “f¥it ^’’f^infr, 

^^{%^°2TW5T<l«i^sRf =«?tT^TT tT rf%^T^T-cT^^^TfiW3TT'4T'Tqr^nr trq- 

*0 

<TR- 1 1^% ^TpR ‘3f?t ^TS3f3^5i^. ^nfi[’f% cf^qifecTU 25 I 

3 q^rcnrrajjsi ?fg f^ssnrfanJ- 

1 f^isfaafoiafirfa “m fagfagc^r 333?? q%?f- 

#rra?rar*te‘ ^g^f^qrf^tgffagcqifr =q I aqt^Rq^ ^rr^qT- 

^TqfRq^fqq;^ I 3*nf| €-( 26 a)^f wqfq^tfffaq** | 

* 

3ft *<=Wf *RT Wf 5PfaR**, q«TT *1fRr5%r 3^ IRRRft^r. I 

*aw q srqN^T% qqtsrfft^gifff givprfcr, srap&r snfi^r- 
m^Tci, wfqr 3 ctfr %rr*fa sqtsreqj ^r ‘*ratss*ft’ 3 iFft 

qi^wqjrqreilVws aqtstqqf, 

^FnfiFq sfrs: 5 ^” ^ 335*3^—f?r- 

tfwtasfts* ^^ir’ ?f 3 1 gsnfa 3^ srr^Tt faa^rsjjfoqRitfg] 
^qf^rerrqi'irra i ?r =* ^^rqtsfqr 1 

sic *rt tot*, foi ?#WT*Tt? (*tr*h ft ) tfcw i” («i ^r. #. ^ %•) 


25 ?t#*l^^ftfl^tF3ig*TH^3 , 3Tf^'^l^33I%q^m^ '=f*qT#53t’?3?it 


$TS3?5Pt>rar. 


SJJJjf w— 

Sift «PF3lfoST T%^afcTT3T^ | 

^qf^r^r crwftiri *rNrcw? ut°ii () 

3rata%rcftf?r i 

<r^rr f$raT fsr^n u^u 

S^ffTT T^S^fTTS^S^W^T =5T i 

^ sfa crarad i i 

s^Tqrtt s^jtrprt: i 
§< f53ITf— 

*fsi Jra^wT^ng* srgqm?* ui«u 
q^% 5r#E*r*%s?r ssrsRTsnnrcT feiT i 

fw f*ramfaaT#’-( **r 3. ^ )3riqt sfftfaSfq* 

fafn%r®?r 33 . srffrnqqfscr m ssamrsft 3f?fi<?nsn%33.» 

sqf^l^fa—‘^TaqT&T fa^rqisrafa&rcraL ?$z sgtesT ( 3. tf. « ?••) 

cl^RT 31=31 [ %3T ] $323- 3t3T 31^ 3l3Srq(WT) S3r<?3T3r. l ^3 

m mm\ gtafqg^fg *ng t tffgr trffgr 

%fer tf^qg^g flrsfr^rasnsTwit fsrei: ( 26 b) ?3 ai%wg%, 333 ^tt?— 
STSqfTT J^sqfTTSJ^IfTr %f3—§Fga3gf33t sqpRTS^q Scfogsfg. \ 

33 grigrrasr fgfa^g g?3 3g#srqf3 grarftfgi [srsgsfg] a^r^rM^'T^fir- 
ufa gsspggfcrfagnf ?% 1 3?rt »??etterasr 3r*fsm ftgrcqfg tr^rspj sfg— 
?m 3tW3t i^Brw., sgransg ^rnfagg^Tf^gg. 1 5 ^^ sfs&pj 
33 . mw^spp-gan^qm ^srN gfrfsr 1 S3farcg§twt3t snsgsgran:: 
sRt'SRSRft^gqr ?f% frg: i srsr mn3pi33r*gf3 ?3TTf3[ 1 

srnqrggs.'TT^fri 3 trt5 i 3s*t3t =3 srfgfqrqT^fqtq 1 t=r 

5ratf%$T, v&m t “$if*r?3g ?srer%3” (3*tr. 3r. 3 . 35 % ) 

' ^ 9 


fggtre 3 §rr?r: 


?fg fgfrepg sreft pgg *rer?t i g«r?g sRftfg, grerfg g;re reggfafe- 2 srg 
srrf 5 ls|«CTwi ?f%—fggfggg^ gf^ 5 [g] trri q*$ 1 grfrererssfgfiT. f&sreireg- 
resTfreri 1 f^srr rerert:. *rrerefgg*re rergg^remiisrere 1 

siregfregfrre.—^fte greet ‘tefire ff reprerr ?re^ gT?cfter’-(refir sr. nr<) 
frereg refre^rggjr-(27 a ) g?g*' rerer ^sreif^reTp'refq^fogt m qfrfsfg 
gi^TTgjBrwngt^' reregjBPcgggft grer ggrgtreTssffgftfg gfpre^fofggte- 
irfgqfg: 1 st re * 1 sra^rrg- 

sgggg. q^gre^f^, gg[areg>]qqT(q[)retereg*rereq^rererf 5 rif m sre?f gfg 
prerefgg^ t greteTggjrea gjregfg, ggrepretqgre sgfareTftrera&gsqreT- 
f*n£ 1 rere ggg resrerere: gpr% gg ggiggfg %g, g, rerf?refgra% jftfgrere 
srereRrerererg 1 grer^gg., ‘ggrigl fro reigg greater fggjrere gg fgif 

gfg®ggV 26 -(sg fg <=j ivy.) 1 %, ggg. prerreJggqfgr^re greiftrere., g^reTsr 
sretergg^fggfgg?g grerengig^i sig greg p g^rere, 1 grsfg ggtif^g 
sreipret gr ? gire , g^gfreggfgre. g.tqfregqgteqefqfqcqrg. 1 g (g)reTf*reg- 
?regf fteir reigi^jj mg ggrefg 1 g re [sgtgid] resregg 1 reTrete snrl 5 i%- 


26 “|g fgggreTsggTfaft^sreFgt' ate’ ?gg*m qist 5 ref§>fq%sire*ref- 

tet% 1 gig jjfwrrer ^ggiggfgg s*pr=re g^re ?re wt re: 

ngjRtspgt srerefgr crerere fggtrei starrer^ 1 qsrteirra'tgtTg- 

afgqretre sqggsqiqFsreTg;reg?ggreq#^re glrere'W qigqiqsrerg- 

spft #sg irerg. 1 gnsrepreregi^re refterrerereTqfgg: utggig^g- 

gregrrerresre rereigl% srereipft #g qfgrer rer §Ffre<t ggrercTsfre 

rereT refgg^gjggrq^, ‘gregt gg sggrerefg’ ftrergt gT, aifrere qqg- 

\ 

qregqtr rereisgfreirenrereTggt ^gfregT gqigregrareT sref srefre%g^ 
g^qgr^grretgp^reT^ gr pqrefggT 1 gsreg?gg?gfgptere- 
fg$gr fgqre^rere f^reT fgreftjtrfrere^retgpfgg# 1 g#%gtl?T«f- 
reprerefa sFretregrrer reresresggggteg drearer sgjreftreg- 
retfg 1 





Vo 


jr?r^ftirT%fT?T^r^T *ra m^^t|sratf?7- 

^ 3 aw^7 srs^ i 7 7T7 s^?n#swft sttttc i crarfi— 

JTTm^n ^rawr^— 

*rfTOT i^rfr % qT77<7T^ft wrscRT^t sTefore* 7 77 jt^tt^- 

fF3[T ^TIT77T: | 



;c5f¥?TS(TvR^in ||?M| 


77T7 

5?^r 7 377 TRra 7 Tsft Tfr: ^ i 

7 siTfaT^TTSTT; 57 7 5=777^777: II ^11 


?n 1 % i ^3 773 wwrr, 7 37 <f 77 Tssffwit 7 sqfafce 77 c^jti T^Tctfa I 

777 i^q 7 T (^r )ff sflm 77 i 7 f|*f 77 r -—7 7 7 irr (278)1713. it 77 ?tt%' 

5 ra)% 77 ? 5 fr 7777^%, 7 %«rg?f> "7 era *riiTa 7 T” ?% 1 =nfq- 3 r<i 777 fp- 

7T*qT. 777^7(?tf tJl) 7777T7T%% I 75HJ7 ff % 7Tf77T- 

3R.77stiPTRTt STTIHCRcftlT TRr’ ( 71? ^r iftT ) feglS’fKTWTt 73% I 
ns§ 3ff fc^^rnrrfcpft 7W> $m miz —1 37T%ra—w 
5 ^i#rwrf^nf 7 fafavraTr 7*737% ?% 1 55^7 57 573%%— 

‘ f ?7 sritaTirTT? 7^^7*117777137*3 1 37 517737137*75% 

577t57% [ 3 ] 77% eTWT 5J7<f% I 7 3 577>3% 7lf733% 33%33; 7*17% ( 

i«nft 773 STtsri 3^7 Rra. 7 3 iffisri^TT gi^nsl^rwt 3 £%, 

3 % TSTf^Ttsif, qr^ifacira; l 77fi 3737 irw^i 3t7r%i;*7jc3t77%. 1 
*% 3 1*7*3%3*37T 7TW 517157% STTfig 3li%, TRCT^^TTq 7I77c7%«J 
SI7%3*3 TriJITITITf, 717337 ff 7T37?7[733a£ 57%7I5IT 3 3H3T*, ^773777 
^a%>TT?rms|c^rcj[. 1 3 =7 iin733ii75i3?7%fi*3£3 3 * 1 * 3 : 1 173^3 ‘ 33 *% 

3^*317 gt’% («r. 3- *77 ) snTjjTT^ I %53 573%% ^-( 283 )^ 3r77c37%7 
5177577 71^7H \ 7 7 3ffa I 7lfr Jp7% |” ( 7 . tf. *-& 5 : ) 1^71T3Jc3- 

7 ^ 5 raT* 3 *T 33 W 3 *W 3 T 373 £n 5 l 3 f 7 %i 3 ITf ^JT<ft %—7 7 7 t 57 Tf*lf^ 7 - 




TTffT^T=^: SHTTSI ?T% rR? 553WT3 33^ *rf? cf^sf^T Sf«rra: 

*its[ g sr gs gwts£: i srr*rer *tv%'. i g =ar 

*TfT51S?T*fel gw *pg«*: I gTP? SRT^ 

rwlwi sratagu i frrfqf gfTSR^remg srglrsig srra'TT^m^nHTr^: i 

wraigwT gn\gT > 

ttfwfa srcifog %^rr^ gg; jRf)FSRT?ci^or g^fo sr^3Rn?cf^%% 

„-_ r - r rT *~L < ~- -V . 

J^rnratra^sr^rr *rggj 

. £± f* -s ■ . 7s - a ^ 1_ *N 

g^ ’n^R^TT^ifl^THsr g? gr^rrg, gf-T^rreit gto fgrgt- 
ST^WT#^! STcftmsr irgfagfitfct filRP^ i^aiT gg^ fgj sggjg- 

g\. 

M&W — 

srofaita ^r|cf ^oflpg g u^sh 

^"ta* 3Rffr^5j?frr^3Wf^T%5rTf—gT *j®$lfgfgf^jftfg, gfsjc4 “grefgw 
grerci. srctg^ gw g gsg%, gfq- g gggfftsg snw *gg?ffgeg' srfwrfas* 
*Nt g g?Rt fg^rai^ctg g#g fqgr-t i jpgmrgra sgg^ifagf 
g gfgfag, i grsqrfgsn^g g*sgT«kigt gwfgsT% 3 g(?) *ggs[gf?Rgfgfg 
wfi^R^N '-1 ggng sratgqg^rgTgT ggrart sg§rq3g gsw*K ffw %rag” 
( 5. g. ) i 

Mgfti sfc g srilgfqfg—•'"gferg ar grc , nrrgr gfa qt^^if^j^rq- 

fafgsite gsrft ggfg<sr%, gijgq S^Kc^c^, y?% 5=rrfer sw^w^f 
fqtRF sfa t ggfeglt—gw^r agfgg’ si*gg, gw g gswrerc i 
sinqrpsr faggfqg <nr, g?gtg ssggRfggfgrg. i fqqg^ra s&arcqia. sgtfg- 
#5rK^T, g gPTTg#r \ tjw gWRT* FPjtSRftfg gfgfl mtit gw 
grswr. stgtstg qrsjfg, f? gw. ( 28 b) g^n 

iT^ffeg (sratgq) fgqgrgT* Jrctggfgq^ #sgg^. sgtwg ? gwfa<w#f 
ggtfRRqgwgr ft fgqg^g ggtgsf, g 3 fqqg* 1 gg sgfaggT fqq^c^g 
fagi fo ngj gffgfti^gT'TTO'g^ftqgt gftsgffg. smgifgg^ra. 1 35 "WKi- 
s=g\ 1 tjgis 3 # gtqqfg^ 75 ?!^! sspgg&g a^ifggr” (g. g. si*) 1 



$T«rag>rcr. 


f£T ?5TH— 

rrsrer fwr u«ij «?>@*i«j^Tg5m.i 

w fl glE pfe rftffira : l <?« 5 ' 3 swzcfT srfgfWr u 


•nss" agsgfg (sr^astfa) ?TgtggTgfggrg*fit tgggt fTggpjrggjr 
SF&: sraam I cfSTT^ ftT^ g^^grafg'TJfgTC flfT^rTsfwlxKH 27 (?) gsjT 
^nf^5Rrm«mTsg'Tq^^f%fwsrT mr^^ifq- fgfsftfg i g*trf? g*g(«) vn®^ 
'g f? ^rgin^st f%gT5m% fT% (sr. *rr. Tim) 

g#w ‘ggr f pf frggmi’fgfg ‘iragr g fgggai g ag ffs gg’-C g. err.) 5% i 
g»? 13 g%. ingfirat. 1 sq^nft f| ^ 

gsnsaf ^3 ff?r fR', gfggg 3 strgggsgggrat ggr gsg? s n gwtfg 
i$Tfg$rgg: i tprsr %gfggfapig ^ftwfggmfg ^htcr% gggfirgq 28 
‘gt* 3 gpgft ct^rfir ggjratag^ g#*g gfagtagcgagr., gggrggr^Rg- 

(29a]ggsgfaggc sgig&ng gggT«r?%i sgparei i ggsj 
gggsratag rraggr^r ggr qreTf^rq^gfcgTfg l grf grragfagsg wggnfg 

27 gg ^grfg% »i€T.—fggr* ggg g*rr gt% gmfgf g£ 'ppin g^g- 
*T 3 fd 33 gfgfg^ggfg^ 11 «pr^r ga^ngt grarg; afg ggygrfa 1 
gr^Elfg^ gfgfg 4 gfgg% 11 ggr^: fkgts'gw JncTgjr 
g^f^ftn 1 sv^f 5 rTS 5 rr*^r gr ftfggg#* u gg ggftg- 
fams* *fg« greg attfgggTgisjTgsgg urgfirfg, g gmts*fen 
ar^facg: 5R>T?g%’ §fg 1 ^g grgt (len-*^ s) 

28 ?csf “gaTgigifa ^ IgT^nggigig ag°g?t \ ggigigt ff fggg) 3ig?g- 


jFTfgsg” 1 % «n% gmg*w3gf^ggtalgTg*Egg *n«ft$tgr- 

g^gT^gfrsftsgsgggrfgg^ g g^ffggg ‘t^sf 

^gfggfgp&’gugggrcg* sfargrn < ‘^gregg agtfgft grigs’ ?fg 
“*ftgtgg*g aatir afg lfafg3Kggf*w3’ ’fgfg, ‘‘^fgg*grggre>S3fii- 
tfg^ggfV’fg, ‘ifgfggi shr gfcg% g gsi^s'ffgnfgfgfrggfcrcgrfcr- 
f^g fggg'Twgg^ig^igi^g gsgrgfTficgifggret fgi wft * 



A r ^ • 

«T9T 

«rwRifl[i 

T^TT! «?T%% ll^ll 

ciarr^r % rattrr: q-R^Rsn^^ 3*rnmT?cftji 

TTKIT: I 5TW i 

cFgntrasn«r?raTswf7 sRftfgfqsnf^. 33 m<aR3raT«RT3. ir^i^i ^ 
fir^TOT^irrfiT-m^rcr ftsntrgq i 315 #^1^: mfimcqg^ 
qgf?qcqrg;, q stdtf^ff^cqT^. 1 acftfqnt^^f §.qq%q#q 1 

3 qRRr%%%sj qjwfacsr 1 qqrqqgqqrs^q^fiTfqtf q 

5tfmr ^FqT, qpqqT itewrcrqi ftfP^) srcq < ^ g^qT^qrc^iqTfqqT- 
sq^i^q qgc*rrfqm 5iwi fiRTssqqqsq q sitt&w fqqqfaRffcf, qrfqftlP 
f%f%31 Iqqr ‘mrrqr qtq’ q qq^iqqt q 3 qraq^rr- 

fsrfqfqjtfq g%q qt^qfrqq;, q 3 (q 3 ) qrqqcqrfq aq^npi%% 1 ^ 
gig 1 ” sqq’f^fq—f^Wir^ a^jpjrr fMsrfq —wm qswm otstiw- 
sqreqqq °qris3TTq ^rq sqrwramra 1 fqttqT: qwnqqrarcoT % fqis» 

qrqqqrKqr f%€rqrr- 3qtqq-(29b)sqT: *g. s<rtfgfqqqT ?% §q. 1 m q sratfq- 
ftxTT^T%# qq?5ft srfgffqfq sfqqqTfqqrqr q ^qrw%f% 1 

srawT**' qfqraqTf q %fq (gzT^ %fq) 1 ?itw *r*wifq«*qrqi 1 

%q qq. sr* srr- !•*. 

5; 3: ) ^r^fq^fTf 1 qqpqtlBq 38 — 

qwrfqqRrqqj#r q>remt!Tq?ri^fq q srafiRi 1 
3&®3[9i qq fcqq q rfq q T q sqrcre <#sfqqqsraTfer n ?fq 
s%qqfq%% 5% q^q^q^^^Ts^nf^) ^m- 


29 qqrqJfjfqfq ai^qfqq'qfqi «roq*n 1 qstf^q^sq > 3 Fqi#B- 

qftqqiqqHft fqq*q snfirfq fqq*^ » 



$T53mrcr- 


vv 


gag qr n g f i sTfasn^' c^Tl— 

3t%ct?!^i 5 is^?j i=rr^c% i 

11 ^ii 

“TftffrTt TOSOTfaraj STI?^* ■RPCrf^RTT I 


3|«fc U^OT fir# II 

( ^r. <t. ) 

^rrJT^Tnf^cft ^ 51 : grreft ®*n%: i 


ott- 11 


n 


^pn%|| SRqpsft ?TT:, snoffgsft fft K? 5 =eq^ 1 



spott ism srrf **gf»rft 1 — 

?IWT(^)4?rf|R*Ji5R5T 'gwir SPOT’ (*3> ) fSTTf^TT ^S=^T^%?f?T^5T Iff* 

ffcT, ^^q^TgSFOT'OTT fSOTli l SOTfa ^rsf*OTr- 
wrrsfirOTJiTiOTn^r <R[?ft smfa girafai 

sfj?t% 1 *OTfqr ^ ^njTaj^s'sffifT?TS'3ii%r jj^fjcTT 3*n c 3raFiTftfa f%t<r: 1 
3I^BT^rTOT^>[ir3€t^ , ^T%R^f^!J^?!!nT«lf(3 oa)OT?J55I^§g 

^rfHwpjRrm 1 m If* ^sforraTTfa 1 ssn^fcnsfair 1 <r$qfo 

wdfar ?snft 1 ^forfaqr fMfcsprwfticl w^jpufts?* 

W ‘?Rl^Frat sft’ft^OT ^IfcTT- 

sfw^ftF:^ »refes§[ wgg^ftftgOTi gg^swisreft. 1 ftsrcffi^fa 
‘snjqpPKlf itt:’ i ‘iri%f5#E* sfslsfr ?t ^311 srafts’ftfa 
ft*% 1 q =i f%5i#Tr3<Ts%: 5T«ril%ijfipr srwreft 1 Tr^pprftft:, 

“Tra^n<Jrr”ftft g^rani; Trunm. snftsrnnrft. 1 sw>rcF<ftqj %i=w- 

<i 

sfafesnrr 1 firrrf^OTT wtoit? s^mftTfts? 1 

[ TW I3T%RT ]-qr5<T^3!nf i r f'njs’^q-Ri. eft sftftftrtfsrepn 

tfot^ ^Tsrtfsrsnjfgwr s^nisr: qrsnts^s^ qrr*ifoft?r: s>r&r^ 1 

[ ^FTt TTOT ] <ra?q%ih^rOTlfT#: ^Tf^taftspSTFT. I flfFIfftfirfr 

^ ‘'=5^HT?rnfsft”ft ■m ft ^iots^: ^reiTTOf&ftsftg^fer 




fgicfar 


YU 

sfa ^ i '?i#' grrcrrfa fa* sfcr i ‘ffacft usurer’ sfa ^ i 
grm^’ftfcT jetwtt i ‘*rjit tttt: it% 5tcf% ■ ‘qig 

sft ^FraTg^’mfe sttw^ i ‘sr^ra q*$sarc’ scnRTsft- 
^STTSTSTTST I ‘f^TTgfqmcft’f^ T^t =r\ ^Tsft a#t I ‘f*tW 
iTTcftfcT if^i ‘ixirt smft’fa ^i 

5T %T5% i 

%ats*nil 30 1 (30b) 3$! agfawg, aat^r^r^ *rgs%^ agfaq* 

gf^g %sq#?i^T ^rrgprssr- ^rft^irr* ^ 1 «n«fifd %q 

g^gff^gHqrgfa sre?#* f^r^f^r (*r) fgsari# ^rcrsg qffq% 1 ^ f? 
qsfsjg n % g^isw ftqtr. 1 gsatqg gigqisrek 1 gp>g. “wtag 

A 

g <gt%g ( %sg ) fqsrr<P$q gsg^’fg 1 srgqT^ srar<!J*ft^t 1 g%giF 

gwrgsf 5% 1 f%# faf\ jwifaicqig. 1 ht^tr: 

ggfgsjn^n: 1 q^swHqgqr ftggrag g*mfg$is^«f gunqTftq>^ng v 
^ras^lhr 1 ^rro^' gft; 1 qtf%3re^ ( jt^ ) qg?g*tq 
ng^is^: ^tf^Tift^w 1 ?r|c^Mcft \ jrgfasrfggqf^ 

g^^s^^qrwT^Fqt S^%cf I ^rsrgTJfl^fiT^qK %t. gfaTO- 

srato^r qr^rw 5 ^ srqgqsg' gpsnsfg 1 qrrar: agta qq 1 f^rr 
^^sq^'RcqTf^viTg^ TO?7qTq^tsfq^ f*rc*q%, *rgt g g^rawm- 

30 qrqifq %|T?rq%grt% qis ^ra’ 1 vm qn^gg^mii* “«n*gH 

qiJTfrfqqwqr tttffo* =qre to gg %’* 5 % sqgfaqir ggstr?- 
fgsqqn*Nt 'sn^ggs^ wgrers^tsfa afggqwTJ 1 ‘ssqgqj^- 
^f^l^T^Tq^X^ 1 ’ 15 * £ ) t&fa$gpu «nw^ftwir! 

«farcwrah “gmr^ gft ggg: sgt%*rfsgragm* *ftr f*rc 4 js: 1 
fgggsqgrg ggrer s^gq^rgiq ffg g^ §<?• 1 qrwt^gqtg^r 
g m f gre r ^T^Rq%ftra^aiT?rRf!aTqi sFngq&r g'firefiRiT 
qg^q Iftnsrg 1 






jftafaaa \ “ssjfgj , irTftqftqjftsasrqj <parft” “aft p*q5afiK31 a)qaa” 

■O 

(, TT. < H3|a.«) ) sftpra- ( a a. 1» « ) I Sfft ajaf qa> ^ I 

garifa 1 aaraiftsat aqratf an: 1 i*3[5r<gftft, wa ft asftqgqt 'aaraft’- 

(qT ) aftapafara a*spa aa aaftaT aTafaai qr aateft 1 aar 

3 'ag^Nt afar gfqa’ (qr $Rn)ftfa gjMtarat a§^ftat^aqraa*a 

ateafa^aaftfa, %'% qapa aaftaT aiaftar aft 1 “aaft atararfa: fpft 

ftlfqadtftftfq^ aarft qqffaqfarralfaf^a aaft. aar “a^fa #=rcra aa^: 

a #rr”ftfa (%nfr a.. i m) “arm aq^ aft sftaft araa 5 ^”^^ v*) 

(a) (5 i m )i a?4f<rrftaaa ^aftqsaftaftaaftrtrrftft^a 
fa. 1 arfta arcfatsft ftqrar na% aar— 

ii fft^aqraaqft afn far atfqar 
gjfta aatftaraT §*aa ara?q 5 frrqa 1 
tft iTftftr wa asqaa^ ^ sraftrfar 
aft cqfipfT^qfft aft^t ^araapaT faar 31 11 (a'.qr. 1 ^ 5 ) 
sra aR 4 jaqtqft% aft aft ft wftft fftaftaaqraaraaqraftaa^atara 
^ara a^fajaiaara ’^aqsftfta’ fftaiftaatqaq^;' aaft 1 qa^ar 
(31 b)faa*qraT? aftft 1 aar ^ afafqaftarar a qq#, uftra aqft- 
aa*? 1 aar a qrsqa%f “aTampat. arftftara' aPdar^pNgara- 

sj 



anq^f af# qrrfftararftaaH pftta'garcaq.aa ftqpa a a#^aa 
aaf ^ft apaaTftqrr: 1 aftarftra: ^t% c^a^Rf^aftTaftataarr- 
ahp afaaftft aftftq 1 aftTffaa ^ga^araamispat- 
aranaraft aar anfaft qaafa 1 aafaaqjaft aaqftftr:aftft a?ar- 
?ra 1 araa caftaaataa qaq aaslaa^arfaaqqqft arqqaa. 1 awaV- 


qqsppqr agsJaqgjPsraft “aal aapaT faan’ aft arst na% 1 


a*aaagpftai??rpq frfsafaf^raf afar aTga^a^a aft fftfttarc^qr- 
RTaraa: afaaift 1 laa^araTafcg qq#: qreqftsppfiara awreragr- 


qftftjaararafcqftfa aspat gftaggapfft, aaTa ataasnftftftp- 
^argarat saa%-[ q>P 4 Hftft% 35 s i (ft - aT-)] 1 taaarspatsft 



*ftfaft rjfaaaanfta%ft 1 



mm 






q g ^ frHiT fcncft 'm 

( S. 33 . 3 TT. 1 %% £. . JIT. g. jsv^ ) 


I*** wiMH^i'Ht.Mi’-citiwMi^^r I*RI HcfS'^TWra^I ^5^gr ?ra 
iBra^fcRJrfaqT^ snfiraT, fl raiw ra rei T: i jt ^ ^orr, 

gwr^TOTsraRT^ i stn sqm?:: srqrr— 


a rv 




VKwnvm ^un^ta&m: ^ m 

(T 5 . W. 11 ^) 


sfrrcr ( jit. m- i*, ft: 

i v» i-) ft^^r^ra^ft?RTftTOHTgqq>’ft gfa^r <rftra. i 

* 3 C^ra ^T^^^JTT^qT 5 ri%q 5 rT¥ 3 TTgiT^%rr I f^mWT^FUTt- 
> sjftig^fTnTi. sfaTftq^wrawftr?T fensww i srwrftpE- 
^^TfT^TfN^i^si^ i gsTTW* ftrttisrrftnr ft% ?n%^, ERift 353- 
^^SRTftHT mftRB., ^ffqwM^Wgq^fiRTftfir. SIlfR., g#T 
ftlti- sn^ra sfa i 8 n%^m^n 3 R.1 a^ft^ftrer ferrsq^rt w— 
53: s tsp (Thrift fwi^tsfa sW m #fw- 

%o 

strrp*. u (f. %■ ) ^fct i ?t 5 rTft ^w?raqft^fTfirftcrqrftf?r 

jnpNfaft mm «ft[ 5 tT%]qr^>: wWs[. srcforel i <r ft^r 

sprfal aitsft ^qr-(32a)ft ftgstfa trurfftr^i ft ^i ^ Hs ^ i dq<j T ’• 

( TTT. AT. 1 Sr. ) 5 TT^ ftfSTTSRtSsT 5 SI 

« 3 [TcfR ?ftr 1 jtst q^TRorsrfft., *ffr fftRT ftftrsr srTfosr 1 
3 $r; f^* ss^ar 1 %^5 ^t 3 twt spncra 1 *TfgriK 1 

TOSf?r^ qKwrft qr^nron; siret ^sft ^ > ^Tff sn*ft 1 gpc; 
qnftj. *«psm 1 m topwri^- ft^ ft^ nfif q rafts ^ 

f Rr 1 35 fwrts*fc srata% sr arasiftw, 



$TS 35 T$T?f- 






crar^t sq^: ?n^:— 

q<J ^feq fercg g K rPCTT | 
STqfsfa 5gf w sm z *Td IRo.I 


ftsHq sq$f>: I 

f1% ^Tsqswfl' fgfdt^T 3gITO II 


Hffqrf^F ^Tn-irffiT^raTs? 1 ?^, ^f^mt "»rr*ft <nsRwr s2 ( %• sr. 
s ) ^ Jfvn^^TT^fnTWRagr ^qrq. i * 

HRi^TTSfi^ i RTfa *rfw, i ?r q [ ?r ] 5 Fafasl, stcft^qratT- 

srairnt. i srrfr <n?uT^cr-, qqqispnfa^FFi. i HTfa s%qqqfeqr, srijf&RRT^, i 
sig: 'nft& 6 ^n ; s^r%r 5 ‘ i ^ 'stfq f^^FT’fasnff i 

qr 

rr<f ^SRTsqiqRfq^t 5 F?d S'PftsRfq—d^gxR ?f% | W ^FF§RTO*Rf- 

ssrw: ^TOfTtt pit ?r 3 ®rsre ?sr?r ^t?— dsjqft sqsswjqj 5% ?t3[^ 
swrfirfd q^>q'(32b)-;3rrg: i rrg ^rs^jrra^r ^rs^inr: *r®fHf- 
pd* 9 i«f * q q ^rurpqi^F^ ftstf i?ra «rf%f% i 

?i pnt*sr& i sraferc grs^qn i gitf% 1 ^fpr«S.— qqro sr®?r 4 - 

swFfir mfe<i stwf^i ftfqg s<ro*J 5 spirft- 

JTTlxt^ I 3 *^ « 53 W f**<H ife^F^K: T 5 WTS 5 ^f 3 <m?T I 

qsMfNrff t^xfF^r swiq: ll 


32 ‘^tTFF^r’ ^fwfq^Bren^sw’q 1 ms qtqfcr *!?#Fr 

IwkF^rfirwTfFii, r 5 ^FT’iniRftra^T^ 1 wwRftrtftfa —st q 

ifd^fuf^rr feraT 1 q#WT«ffaf*f?r fasrsq; 1 

TfF'cRm^sTTfTOlft' ^Fl^Tfir TOfdT^F I g%f^R*f “?pq$- 

5 fcr si®^” ?f% q&FTqsr ^g^wfia 1 srqMrafqsnrtf: 1 

f¥ tcq^cPC^I^’fd %M.?tfr ff 5 l? 5 lT^r 

5 FSHT SFcfrfd:, sqkftl^rcild 'jl'T^T^T^Wra^RF. I foeT fgfafaTtf- 
*ita% qf&Eswrat ?nf w^T^r f¥r 4 ? sqsr^nw 




<j 5 rfa tgra: 


srafc rIrkt: 3 *t 

3 mT ^T?€R 5 ^R 5 qf 7 Ti | 5 faT ^ HT^ 1 


grK^S^T^JTT ^T ^ rs q T « r qf^ ; IR^II 
g^ ra% w gT%lf %RiN 1 5, gRrer gT r q i 
^s^T5?n^fttg5?iWT^ street wt iftRii 


tTcf srs^q sqspRq fqqjfq 3>JT5iTtfq^q sqsratr qtfqg q^?f qmq% 
qq$R —sroT: srtrTr ?% i ‘qisqrqi’fq^t^T^qlqrqTqTq stqqqrtsrft' 
qi^rfqTf 1 —qre^ft ( gi^rr ) i qr^Rra&J-, sjqqqisfa 

qqsRr^Rfq sqrq^ §^T2t 3T3%fa i qrq-iqfqi qfqqift^g t5R*q qrsqif?- 
qf^qrq^qfifisnqfqR^i i qg “gqqr snqt:”(q $t : ) fqnfqqis«hq 

tfesftflr I qqfa sq^qgii tqTs^qfcqfrtt- 
nqtfqqq?dt qigqTqTSt ^Tfqft 'qqqmT (333)^^ qqqTO^* S%- 
Stqoq^rfaqT qf^rftqrqjfi' q^c^rqRpq \ srhr qRq?q tr ^Igur 
qi^iqqq^qtqqq ?fq jtrt qtsqtsqt tfqnssnfqft ai^q-qq 1 srRwTRqT 
( 2 ^tt )fqq$q % qTqrqqqqqwiqrT^q tqqqf afqqigqrqq fcpm 1 grw- 
tresTRjqtrltfsTftft qTqqqRqqf?gts«raftfqfi;f?r qwnqtlqt q*nq: 1 qirrfq- 
a%q?qTqqqq^^3q5rRpTiqq^sqkq^^%# if^qsqqssrTfttT 
qrqiftcg^fqTiiqtsqq^%fq qtqRjrqq 1 sq*q% qqr m sqfe- 


1 sit gqn^Tifmfqqtal 1 w “g# sftsqksiqi^.i 

q^q^q!fqq^T{qq 5 '^qTqtlfTR 5 gg’ , ti |ft TffqqfoRs 1 






srfgr<rRp I I srefRi 

gi^rg^rr^fTTc^r: i — 

3P&§m 3^w gffrrJT5% ^rfl gftsr' i 

^str? rot* nun 

( TIT. q * % a«s.) 

3?^ gr^^jfnr^ nxgft i 


vfoqRTTR: I tR^I^T f^rs^lfspi^lw I cT*TT 

w STTT^iwa *nw i *rte[Rt 3 PR ir, q ^ 3 qra |fg 

g^r^faf irwr 3115 swtri |{% 1 fqm qrgft? ^ qsrr ‘^pr^tt' 

^’( 9Rr - $.• ! 'l v,< *) ^ 1 ^ ^ SFfSRtoq <RT% 1 ^ q^q%f 5 RfH%- 

fiW q q^o-q: 1 sRTsgiftfq—<rpj qsraftRfSpfcpr’’ (qy. 

sri. i'*)^ri qisfqjraq^qrsJifg^T q 1 wmi wF^^tyi^f# speti^t, 

N 

gr-(33b)^tfiwr^ft g Rrcpbis^t 1 cR ). ymysstcrro} sspntf fippy.Wr r 1 
fgrgfaysft frf^TftRSqy fiRRW ^ I srf?Rg5rfg?PRr ^f§rf§rqgq%Ryf^B 

gRRf^fafq^qq; (n 5 f. ^q 5 TOl) l 55 3 3 ?«PTtR*Pn 5 r RaR% I SRRUT- 

ftt% ff^fircR: t a^fqf5 f^TRTfs[—gRTfwf ^rt snypTRsfer qfe 
wRd<t 1 «PR%q%5i^'rafq:qfr fqsrpRyfiy 'fqj’fqfq 1 qqr 

*W‘ jrrt qfFra: £s*r tgRRRsyy ?rf jtprt srfq^RpRT w srayRrcRFBRqr 
S^rt ^qgft>. 1 g§r sjrrrt §Icr^ 1 sRrjtjf. fwft 5Rr§wr |fg glhr 
5R^: « qtqt54IR ’Iffcrt q PRRT qTflRqrqftclfqfq yRTqRTO: I 

srqyqqy q rrw fqsryTpfRTsfatg] rrjt yifRRTRRqqjRqt, i RRg^q 

t qqftfq qpRHPR: «R«ftqrr STHiqtfq | qfclTRqfqfjm^ qtfeyq; 

sqrqR §f&%sfir 3 fc?qRqyg% ssjpRRNrcw swftfiraw toot tfsnsspte 

A 

tfpnRqy 1 qf? fcr-qr q^>qrq*fr5RSRft% qsqqfq, q^Fft* qifqi4 ir 
fencer: I *RNrs^?* 1($) 3 qfq^lfq (34a)qTqiqyR?fcfR^‘ R§yq%q gyyqfq, 
qf 5 ^E®qT4T^t c Rqi^q qrrqfq Rsra?^ spqpqq 1 tRg^pfryf? SfiRTRiftpaqr- 




*1 

STtmf 7 ^ 7 ^’ T% ; cTT ^aft^T% 3 l* | 

ws^rrmte %*' srfi g? t% 37 tf iK«n 

( nr $r ? t s.*0 

s?tk# I 

erarracri ^arr qr^TT^cr^T 

3 % sqrsf: ^Tt? ^fnrcgTncT | 

flrawisn^ fejcnrgracrn?^^ 

?p; %#t%?^ mq Tram nrrsrrfq frsg \\\^\\ 0# 4 mi) 
a*sT Tifc *1 arMr? %^:, g srfrcr iT^r W,Tf[ srjt^i 
* =gr gwft^rs^F* ?nfi*, siSRTtorrfa 

*rit®sn$p i 

rffSTT Tif lI^«P 5 foifT| 3 T T^ff <7 Sfcfa 3770 ]^ l 

Rifuit craN 37 ^ % 37 sKTftarr ni m ,\\%\\ (nr. n- % m) 

qfo snsraeTnfrj&n^ i sTfrfanffnsrrfc—Tftfsrscn' fhfef fn?<u screen nfn:- 
^fnnq i nn n^fn^nr- sic («) a nf% cwnc? nftnnfcr n 5 ? ‘‘ngWh 
7$ %’%sgi 7 i: ‘'si^fl^nT^’feng^rranif^nr^ <# (f%. I *5^11*15 *s>^» 
1 \>) 1 wwrftnRr!%^5R^mHrnTraTRWsnV^5RfVf?nl srn: afn- 
wn Iftireisr nrf^^nq. 1 cRPijTTfnFTr —trt Tif^r Trsrra srr^nfqr 
n?n7^7*rfnfniRnw n;r§r 1 ng ^srfanrffTrnnNR:’ fnnr nT 5 rcw4gwf%- 

2 qnnfr ^ gstofc srtfaer: ms- 1 m ^nn. 77’ n win n«n 

1 wrt w %r?r nrf^ga^ 1 gf(2)fn% 

nn^nfer 375r»’77i$fsf7 ngn.i <f n# $rt” ?fn hit^w nrrtft 
^rrat. i ‘nwfcrereg ‘n? n^n’fnfn ftirgtfn 1 

MtfnqT^^ntsqNtm^ n# ‘m 1 $’ ffn 7f*dkfor 1 
%7fnfn jn^T7ci ^Fn^^nnnhfnfo ^nfn^nfnn sftmrfn 1 ^:- 
^rjjTv ^fn^nfn^fr n nrg nnnnfj., qmisren ItoprI*^!^ » 

g^jRn’ t^irnTfTiinr fnrfw?. 1 m n^nr^nff^ ®n »fe a-s? 

fn (Weber page 504) f% TTSf ^ 7 % I 









sm* fft^fT^flrarrc t § 

w i wfo i smtaft Jtfsgsf^gsKsr ci ?ra ss^ i 


» v 1 __ ^ r 

*W?FTP * 

. ^ 

rs • & rs __ ______£\ v r s. _ 

T®B STeff^f ^CcT^f^^TT?^ cl ^TT^cJ f TfT 
^CTFHT etff ^focTTCPJ^Tr JT^: llt'Stl 

( ?. *ft. ^ %. ) 

m *m«r smifrfct 

orte%? srartgrrarr wr if sirfTcf*n srs^f* *r 1 
smiiW *r? stgr? ft? or % fir? fternft u^cii 

( 4 T. f ^ evsv. ) 


Wf. TO^TOreerar gqft^wsrefrara >=#ffTO ?®rmfr iftfcfa— 

siwn?Nrnftf% 1 raftr s f»sra, n 1%g% gsftfa 

€?^RwrfM^f7cfT^9i 1 era rar4f jEfifa ft! nf% 

era *ra#^rf? stoito. 1 f?s*T ?<?iif? eRT to TO^ratfafror(eif) 
sf*j 1 i^rtf* #fr? efr%f ^rtert n st sfe 11 fafiraf(cTr) fafwru. 1 

(St sj |fa) gif& sr§ra”fafer (fa.«i}is.e) wwtsfraf 1 (34b) 
“43 *rraprc4 ^ra%e^%r?^qjf, ^*rar[fa] 4ra*re44 sra^qfe, ^rmffr- 
*fa 4 frafaTOra*TR <mm( Frar?r*t 4 mfafa %; fasfa fa?fa 


[?&] elf #S?r fa^f: * I 4Tf4TOfafa: SPitera <T?TO TOfSTO 

‘f?wr i^f? ?fa i w 4 fturf^TOw.” (4. s. n t ) i frfefmfafa- 
<RRT TOTOf I < 3 t?ftS*lfa fa— 5 %TO ?fa 3 ? 2 ffJ, ^T^TOS^JT^traelT I 

i f^X^tsf^rfteraraT* 

§*n?firat 

s» 



^nrarfa 



w$ 4 t ftispft 4 M^f 5 rarsTf 43 :<ft to1% i ^igtfa snSfr i ^3- 
Hff ?fa ^^ 4 f 4 ^?iEr 4 ^ 4 iif^<!JTr?w§fet«T 4 aBTf?:raif 1 a^qraiT^n^- 
W faf^rowi# faro.. «?g^#ra^ 4 Rqreffai ! gffafa t gMtfg—- 

?raenfa*nra 4 ^fraraTO 4 faw?sr mf*mw- 


gwto bits- 


srw sfwct irw stt% wsTTferf Hofii \ 

sroFrm^srr^ 3 m fqsrt sr«r qf 1 

37 T%T% T%m 5 TT Sift ^1 WlTTorsr' II Wl 

(^rr. h % mh ) 

sT^rqqTcT Ersmras sregcrr % gsrwrer 1 


srifl ft’ sirag' swstf sreffecmr tfirte##* * tivn 


fqflraftsq ira 
ar% 1 



fqrsr fqi flOTTW 3 ? J^*TTSaft 3 T ^7 I 

3 m qqTtf q^ra %% wx' srsq ^t% wrcfarsr’ \c<\\\ 

( HT S <?M ) 


gprei 1 ct ?Rf wstsht afssr 1 wRcftfa w<fcRa3$w ai^T- 

afTSWlil. t 3 m 3 TH WnTCHigWHcW WTcTT^r g 3 $^ I fjqfrTjfwfg 

% (353)91 stfmwf%STHrfsTH>Hta ^gsspmiw, STPasroaiTW gsfcHwi 
qf^qqsqqsqi^BiMir xv&w t%*aw[ > 

nft#[?] 55 nfq—^^ huNst- swaV q?««l gw% 1 wnw* wwr trwrt 

%wwr swfw w wr *rcFs firarm. 11 ^x\ sss sfg [3] aw§rcr^wFwwH>THn 1 sifafg 

^iftrsg^Rai 1 srcnkwr ’wstfrofo 9#HWTfaiggf ^ngT^giiWHTftciH:, 

“Wqft SWWTSq^SWHSrat SHcWs fow%S SWlft gpqST?! 5T^W>2f 

*nreftf% s*rr %q > m% ^tot. angsw ’ ’ (q. s- % hi-) » ?pqf ?^n%— 

sr% ssTwfinsifs sw fawtsq s^mraqr 1 iw^w f%gf% sg. g% gsrw 

o* 

^rgfiqq;« s®rw g®r’ f? 1 wqfa atffae^r R^wa^WTSsraeggtpwT 

hi WT?rasrsiTfsra<w^r swift hh ‘f W ^fwwrwR^'iwifiiai^jr s#* afg 

stwgiisSw i sfts w$afaaTtH 5 i^%($ 7 )gMfW a?wsi 1 

3 *»*£< 3 ITft—srir S#‘ Hiq^HRHnS.) ?$S ih, hssihw afg g 

swuwn 1 smfg gftwN(H)ras?) sTfwswn 1 

jpspjtgnft—35^77:^71(3 5 b)faw *rcjTfa gn s*wsifti?wf^ 1 wz 

awls’ ww srcSft wniifg WHWflwfsfg 1 ‘hr’i^w w|?wq^!i wrcisfwswisgHi’T- 





a* 


srara srsrfa ?^TSt arrasr <rt g *t imift 

r\ r«. ^ _ v 

HraTUTcf SgRSRr | 


srrf^r^T^iTS^:: i % 2 tht itot— 

gTTJ’nfcr^rcfci^ ufa *wnr wrcfsprr 




5 wrraT^ 5 rm 


s^Trt s^: wU'pra: *% 

srrsrersr rthttch srercof ir^i 

. . a .. . .... a jv *\ *n . _ .._.-s. 

str stsssthttvcit^ri 3 iT^?nw«rt i 


wmfwR 5n»=*ic^ftTflr^rrf^:^B ?Rr spet*h% i f^rc^r hrthtti hit simrr 
ffg I F6 ww^rr^FirirrH^M^c^ I RH(m)HH^RH4§<TR 
HifefH HT^IHJBR HR>Fh hr: l <5H^T JF^HTf*nR?fH% 

5RTH HtRf TSRkHR^RHTpmfHRiqT^^T ftfalH THTOTHtfer 

5 RtH% I HR ffE%^sfef:HfRR 5 RIH- ; I 

HHfl ^raHTHHHtS^H HHrfir HR IFHTTOR^TRr IfiJHRR, H^SRRHf?RrW: 
Hg'Tferat HH^%g^HH^HFCTSfHnS?R «ki^[r] lf?T«sr’ 5HWH* hFh 
ftrfHxTH: I HH 3 H HRr[fH HfnjfHfH S^rfTHWHtHHfS^fHHHRHTSH- 
SRRHrSgflRRfSHTHtHfHHT^rfH I ^gHSf 
tnHgHTHHR^HHl^fclHTH I f%^T hHHHT 

( 36 a)f%^f^{%HiMHHf 5 RTHftRtli^{%HfH?HT^Hr RHRHT^R . 3 » 

3 RHTHHRT %W HTHRHH. I WTHf F#eR HfRH'HT- 

ER^ %RIH^ fa®*.’ |f% H5THHT3’I^cl<tRTS5IfHfH% *T 
SfaTUHT ’TT’EnPJJ^'* 

^Tf^BTSHl' H STHtHrgHtfHHT FHERHfHr HHHRHgSHTft I ^iflH 
fHRHR SPSRPRHr fcf RTH I 

few* ff fo^fR’fH #igWT 

fgwirawTfn hIh q$ i ##^T?^oHHtegr htht HHte- 

s 

iiht fR5*i* -gr gf gf gf grnfHH gf gif fnRl^flr i h 

Htft F^R|> nr HHfC l» 




3<ftq 3 sTRT ** 

^ g^r: gqresfriisRr i gtRT#rt 
f^TT^^i S!^T ^^75^7?^ srsjsrast- 

_* 

gqiCTSE^I 

“ftq?mqr qiftq%Rr ^wifw)^ ^Tft(-qtRTft)?3qa:qr 
qiftn” (f. q ^i^ij) qsrr 3f 3f f%ft g g (3f sf) srwrft ( *rr. ?r 
vi-js ) qftfq#WTftq.rasF ftqiqr q?ft =q eTf^qf^^q^fawqjt ft^rra: 
(q. q \i\* ) t a*rt =qgft— 

ssnqraqnqqTqr ?^-(^-) vr^raSqrrslq i 

sqqsft ftqtqt q f%s: *r 5 ft^ra: stra. u sft 

( 3 T qrr ft s ) 

mj ^T^Tft 1 ^wrerft^qrtf^rr, snffsrqqftqriqcq, jq?ftft 

^wrag'rpi, 3 3 s?nqn;T??RTft^R3ftfT^;tft^q*q sraq. 
gsrisgqftq f^s’^qgq-wqqift ^Tf^sr^^nfts^wi^T^r qqigfciw- 
?ftftr srift 1 qq ftspTTf^sffimfa sqsrqsqq 1 qqr 


JlqraTsgaqsw. ^qffTfasrera# 1 

stftqnqwq ftfiR: qft«Etfqq- ll (^iqjftrafT^) 1 

?rqqTHq^qi ftf^ffj l qqT?—qT^qi^TqqiJJRjftifqqTqTqqT^qTg: 

(36b) ^itsfa irr qrter srqqfa q st 3 ftftffti. (qi- qn- 

ft- m ) f^rqtftqqftq^rq^qqqfttqr sifqqr re-aft 1 $z- 

srqqq ‘ft.qissftf faqigqftqj' qTfqqpq-q^qjcq qtfrft^” (q. q; ^|v<> ? ) 
siTftiiRmqNrrfnft qftr ] fiftqtj; 1 fST^THTqft qqkqTqd 

ftsqta: 1 f^rqiq^iwji^ftt ipmft?qi# 1 ‘aTmq^qTfa 

VS, 

qiqqqq JiteqT qqqqq gftfcm’’ (q. q;. ? ) 1 

ftnqrr^^ft—qw^Tftfqqiqqqqqiqrqqiftqftq^qq^qiftq ft«m 

§fqr%qT qrqftqjtqwrt- 5PT?*F3t ^ftft qftq[ft]aft7Trq> f^f^) 





3T^^7 5?r^?% ci^gs^r sTfqrrfcrr n^n 
5 F^m t% mnm^%sflrssirf s?^: i 

1 % ^qn^qqtfs^srqjqrfqqjqt qm ggte 3 srrq -1 


gfcqrqqr: sr*q?Rr ?fq qfa^SR fqq^fq i tyq* qfi stsf ft^q 
srsMsra wif— srraTg?n:^% i ft«n #ft*i ?% 4 w wgfa»rift vrr— 

srm qc«r %n$f| m f^sraw q^qff i 
m q%r *%?i«rqr Isrnr qmr qssrfifq n (ni. q. «i$«.) 

^nsr wi? %qqi faqfteq t jtt qfaq; srsqRrqTqqt: ?r%r: 11 

C\ 

‘q?qr’ f% fqqra 3uqqtf<3r*f i wfq sqmqrw^ sqinrcqrfqqq?qfqq qqq. i 
ww qipqRrqrgqt ai^r^rr%?f^q(37a) tfcrfqr qr?4ts^q fq^qsrtqr cptt- 
svgqqg sfq fffwrmqts^ fqfq, q § fqqsqwftsqsffJRqqicqr, qfrtr>qrfq- 
^qw^iq^mq. 1 qratiq ^q-gftr q^qqqqqq^sqqrqfqqrof^q 
*qfqm. 1 wlqrcfqfq ( qrqqrq.) qte pfoft f foh flmfq- 

^STSfa I ^^Tffq^T^qfq^qWTcq^mSS^qTfsfq^ ?f?T 

*raqrc%qli> q^ft fq^n. 1 q §r?fafcr 

gqT g «Rq*rq °qTTR ff% \ qqq^sfq f|q%r%q>rf^fpq gqg^qr.1 


4 33rTqqjTfa$s'$' 'Tistsqqf^gt fqq^hurrq** sfqmfq 1 qratrl^r- 

‘sis^rqTqr^qtsC f^Tf^qr qqf?$T sRrffqqi^qT 
sqrar^qrgqftqJTRTs^rarqtqT^r qqqsfaro+qr q qfs^fq ggtq^ 1 
TnfqjqR^qjiqH^ tf^ s ^qi ‘srai q^’fq *iT«n qr<q jjjpi«r- 
qn^rq^fq arqtoTqr q^qqrcfqqqrTqfq fqfwfsqqqqt |F qi^-r^- 
srsq^qr w^mlqqm^g^riqtqRiqqg^ijjrq^T srw qi& qsqqfq 
sqqrrqjt^ 1 qwTqr stot =qniqi^ sfNd ^qrateqfaq ^q q .gqqyq- 
sqriqqfq 1 


qgfa fgqtqtiT^ sqfaqsq sq^wrq^qrfqqf^qqT^qrq^ 

^ ^is^qrqt qfgqrM qqg fqqfaqRq'TCqrsqr^req 3 *nfa «rfqiiq*q 
qqqqqiqsqtrqsi^S^q fqqTqrfqqq^q sqspRqqjf q^qqlfg qrsqifSFRSrecq- 
fq^qfq 5 T’ ( 5 . tf. <i\ s?) qfc qr ‘sqfl^q 3’qiq*?rc‘ ‘fqtTifq- 
Mw ufqfqqqqr i fqqTqifqwr trqisfq sqfgRsfcrm^ ’fq qq^qq 
qsqfar»” (q. q. ^ 2 ) 

ffq qfRnf^q^R^sftiftq^fqtrq^ qqsqstq>T?Ffq(36b)%% 

3#r q§nq: u 


5 qq§ qqq*q ‘qqrqqqqrsqfqitesshq fqqTqTfqqsrcq sq^^tq^qTg^- 
cfr^i1^sq^?qfq4q#q fq^qfq’fq qrqgTfq®5R*qsr sftq^fqT 
jRsiRm^r%T qifq^srsfq q ftl-qqq'Vfq qrqqqgqiqq, i q?qq>R' 
qTq^qqisqqR n-qqrqraqtq qr^sqqq^qHT fq Jjaqisq^q- 
i gsq q gq spqt ^qq $n?% i q qiqqq qsqqis qfc^qt qq%q qwr- 
wqrqq^raTqrqfq'qr qigiq qffqqt q*q ^tq^raiRql^ to- 
fqq^ qqqf^cqffqr srqq^r qqrsqqiftqq i sifqrqq qqqwfqrfq- 
q#qq swroqi 



sis* 

qufq ^rgon^fT^ToiT 

cr«iTfq «rwfor sr^flr% srifruTT %qtqi^q?iT fTqq spot qrrssr- 

^rqf qiqfsr^qrqf, ^nqfcg qfqTgq awiRTgraq^^Tq^fq^q «FqTfq- 

fq^qqfirera - 5rif ^Tqpftfg i “g^«n”^fg ( iq 3.) qrar^q '?^op?- 

j 

( 1*T 3! ) fiT3TT%rT q fq&tqjr 1 qqfa qTff aqfsRT qf, qqTfa qiqqqFclT- 

r^?t q qiqq; ?r q «rrs aqf^q)- qqat”-( 5. q 1* )qtfq:i 3 TT£— 

OTttut si^Rf sfq 1 qtagwrarfrumr q?q ^q[fq]^Tqftqitq 1 qqiff 
qrsqicqfq % |qr^ qtar, qqqrqirqr % qgqr^qc%qiqq*q:% ^ gqn, 
sf 5 rt#Tf 4 f?g <isqfrcr ?fg qqiqq Rqiwqiqsqqfere gqre *rr& i 
qfqqgai t 4 tai%OT 1 rracr ?ta 1 q q qi=eqq, qff fqf^qqT- 

1 gq^q mqtqr: RTRifw^ trqq^qgqsraffj fqqqfNr 1 

qqf^q^qfdtsc^qqf^^qrqT: ^rqqqifq^f q^cfrq^qmtfq • aq- 

fqqg 1 q % q*§qfq?g# ^rfqq^sqrqqqq'qq^jfq^rfqqifqqqq- 
fqq%«T-qq^qqf|qg < ‘qqqtqifq’fo qqfiqqqT fq%q^ qi^Tfqq- 

qfeqqiqTfeg^qftqq: q^uqqrjf srra;» 

qsgq*f q^qiqaegqt qqf, qrqqqiqT ft q#, qfqfqfMmqr qtjm 
aqqqq ^ifqqrafqqqqftfqgtffcqq aiqtqrafTftqnqjr qfqq#qq^q 
iRqqf^# 1 qTsqTWP-m^ fqq-q^g qiqiftqqqtq 1 fq$sfq 
qfsqfqq?q?q: arqfaqqftqfrqqr qtfig q aqftqsq qfgq^ro- 
Rfqtw*.1 gqq'qftqq. fq^% qfwmqT^sqmqjg ‘‘qrqferq^r 
<$q 4 Rn^t qqfoRtqq%- qfwro”?fq qr^sqfqiretqgqqfg 1 
qff|qqqlcqqR;ifTTqf?qrqfcqT¥qTqiqqrqfqcqq^^Ttqqq r srqftqtq 
fqfqqqT ^tq^wqfKRiq^iw %qr%fgfqqr sfcrt mqto- 

___- „ -»y .„ r > f fv , - . -, , 

^TgtfWT*mW I 


31 T €* 


VLt 


srf%cr%a[gT^fr qrera grrstf *r%^ i 
®ts^5rr^ sfofiRwreiFtf srr ra^ff^ ir«ii 


55^nj^5^s^^raw^ ^j^ra%?r grsgr srasr 
^rrw i?r: i era ^ srrea ^fe^^frRraT^sft 

mu— 


rara%i gfeir rai^rf ^rpmwts^r ra^Rr i 
srrarNf irrerawrra %ra*ra fesrfl: ift^n 

(5 i ?[ $n«.) 

sra ^JtT^q^Tf^qrWT <mnraRr 1 cfc^sqqqmTOtnssiflf 
f?ro$?r *rar— 


RR, ^ren^ftrqrs^fgRin' ?r*^T fRRq qiRr, fft- aar, ferertf effww* 
firR, gratia ^frre 4 t fwmf^flinrr sRqra sssrTqqRnfqR 3 $w<?rerai 1 
iparq^ 3 f£&q v q ? qiRq**i. 1 firmer ?R awd, RrsRs^R R$q- 
^tpr Rqf%aH. 1 

**%• arfr^r^q; 1 *r f? fsfqqtsRranj# 1 

W3iRsrr-(38a) ^ RTfar^i* pm^nfq sngsJTSST^r (1* ^r>) sraqjflj^r- 
aTf- 3 lflra%fraT^I ?R \ sq^RST- 

g gf*fiTfterr, ^RUen^^r fls^isgsrqaTct. t tnj fqqf^T^q*iiR 3 s#r 
sqsracq jcts^et 5 spnR^R t 5 rfqq%eR ^3 fjN’^g'Tpwiqc^wT^^feqf^, 
wq ^ q F sprereTq; 1 1% errs^rtrafcci^ qRsyRra #t>f*ra- 

RR # Rrqr Rrfsr ^rg^ ^^Raqt grfermrft^^ 1 m % qr^wrg- 
qqfwqRgiRr (rr) sR^qqqr g^qaalR^srraT h qR^nns, R?g et^Rg^i 
eT^T^T 5Rft%:, WSUPTST 'TfR^ITT^ftflRt I eTCWprsggW qf4#sqs?TSRR»m 
f? qRqnq ; 1 smargqq^q m <3 i Rtwp » ^qfOTjrqfcR 

?H qRsqjRef sqqRqq% 1 sR§q (^) sr^X 1 ^) <RR- 

awsrawsrarRep.* i^[s?if 7 ]srr«nra ?Rr 1 “w> 5 ’ ‘<ra Jjs^y’R 

(’iim) srafaf^q iRq Rqf?n 1” (5. ?r. i^s-) %gr*v 1 RT<^(38b) 





qq$q qf <nr f prca T sriw to q^» 

^T%cJRTW 3 cfct: 5 TC 5 ?T STcr** IR«» 
qcr^q^Tftat sr% fqq^5F5^0TqT qq%gf% I 
fqq%?t Tnwqqf qM qqrq^g W I 
3 Fqq^’sq^tf^s^ i qq* 5 r— 




^jeqfRSRTl! 


3 RW&fd q *st<g fiWTqTgqTqsqfqqTi^n ^q TM-, srfq g 

Kg t fe r q*q;, ^ g 55TqqT5T 55^ i 


* 33*1 


*3 «rfqftf§r m ?(% qhsrcr t qq %F?r—•q^r%crfi^ «Rt wfaq (qrfaq-) 
qiqrawq fasta" i qqr— 

snrft fcr^qr qqNftqrcr? qfofsrRr i 
t i 5 OTc*rfawtf: 3 «¥ qqt qqt fqsr TOsit u ( «r m, o ) 

?Rifq i qq swqqqpT^g ^ft^^q^rqsg^rqiq f.qf>rf<rR-qfqR-%r- 
sjg^RTfqfqftTSRW (if) 3?<rc>PRqfqfq i SRqWwq4g3Tqt ftqra. i 

5TJ?qTq: wr t “sr q af% qgmRsq ?r sf% qe&sqq^q qjsrctqfMq 
^ft^rqr^^r^fTfaqirRqL • sq^TT^qqifrra—3q^r<R qqqc%S5fi%f r- 
qffqq;qqT^q[iTRr?iRtf?@)Ti%n?icq sqqqaq i mgq$afq<a 
^srR(gq5rar)-if9dWTf^Ri4q fir fqqteqqqqi#&q 5 qqqs% 

wnffir qTRRnRqsFgqiqqrfsFqaRr^q iqrarTOraqgrc' i qgnfqt%®®n- 

qqqf q*n g^T^iw^qi ( 3 V 3 W.) sqgqqrfeRq” (q. q* <jv g>) ( 
q^Nqi^WIf—flW|R|&fir I *3 f%—«tfq^r g qg q ^ fqq%g#I 
fifqcRfI3LI srejq?:" swsRKmq fqqfqs h g a^nisr gqft-^a)^- 
swrqwnfcr qR%gqfrref 4 : i qq*%f?r (qq %fct ) ^fwT 2 ^R%f^sr ^q- 
^ftwrot *rerfq ^qgirg%sFq qqts%. q*nfq ?re» qqt w r sn q srqrcfqsqr i 
«*W«! ***& w qgqrt q q«r—qq g q q q sT ft sfq t 

qRrwflw , aTg|q: t *g qrwrqqw?^* fqvrrqigqiqsqfjj^^ ^ 

« ^<T, ^ qrfqqqr ?fg m q .qraq wr?—q qrfsqfa i 


3 §rrs. 


m *s a ?f% $ srr* % strst*, *si?ctar fwmfir- 
| s^rs- srfq f^rf% i f^prrfcsraTgtrc- 

w>rer ^ifi[5igH%ftfcT fw*nr^ri^3?ftf?f (cl ) 3>rc?3c^ tfEnfcacft^r 
s^wurnt. ^^mpsrflwr?—?3I% sot 3 ffa i s 
MRrf%T^rrw smf*racr wf—^ i stws^ftw fasTfif5[5RrtWfef% 

5pra^MT^?WHtsf7 ^frf s v ®% q^T^faJr^ra: ^f^fTTc^rgJTRTrnri; 

( ? ) I 

srr^srR^rrr^rcfa i ‘rsft (*ra) 

tfaspra ^FRisfawsR- i fsdsTfn%vrr-(39b)«rt *sRTs«TfMt 

<ROTl%ST^(sR)*rac^T tfeg’SRRif'nft” ( 5 . s. ) 1 if^rrt m^T 

2 1 otto ‘RfiR *%&* 

'WTT TST’ 5% l •• ST^T^RNt WOT SSRSWcRTSSSKRTtt. 

3 r ^t%i sf^qw wrcif^srfw4qt ^4?r” ffa (**-*«) i 
T£<ROT«rst rri#% ( \*-\% 1 ) 1 ^nfsfa '^rr? ?rt 'tr 
faSRRS <R ffa, ‘WFJRI^fcl ^ ?RT^2J> 

S>R^I s^i^gigr ( SET 5 J ST S. V|W ) | 

3 OTFH^RfS^*- I ‘T?#^Pr fSRW 

STT^spffo SR^T ?R5St ^ISS^RfwfWRsRTOt «ifa's *TRS- 

^fgqs’ ^fct s^s #?s I qsfa ?rar RRrafo- 

tr § ‘w ffSRrfSRRftRrf^Rt 

5RfH%* S T^TO^^IT?? Sts’ 5fs ^ST^rmTRR^rr^- 

fasrffr?OT?i RsffTRTTTSs: sRftPl, OTrft Rswiscr^Tsrscra;- 
asn^fcRR’ sfa srmRc^r fwOT^ ‘ssTf^# ff ^jtr- 

STfT%’ ?f3 ® ^ 3?RT, ‘IfS^RSWT f%SSR^sfa ESSR 
sqT^n%’^f^3HOT#i sRtaRi «rf:Ri%mwR s Ispot. t cfrpr- 
iRf ssteRjRr 'TR^RRRnrai^s r l mk®i w 

?:srfsr: S3RWHSI fiTOP Rff^’fg STS^^rf gq;» ‘s ql&rrf*- 
SRfS5 ff cROTPRfW*OT gfps I 






crersr 



TOTT^arra 


TOm^Tmron^T^TT^TOW i 
fwt TOKBfTCiq^ra d^T I f^Rr: IR^II 

waim^rsF 5 ?WTW i sT^T^^n are* 
s?«TSr g sr«rr% wrt^ 


T^tcTT 







gqft ^ 5 ^ ^ TTfimT% ^TdTORt i era to^wh^— 

q r re qtrraqf ^FrtsrrfoT ^f^rrifni sura ^ i 

^lTFf?ft #% 3TW %JTSJSKT5W|[: IR'SII 
fwr^T sijjansrreagt ^ifwrKoi: i 
SSRE: qt ara*TPTT#: ^iraf STTW* TO! ^ei: IR4I 


qgqiqqrT wr fqrrf^rr spsr^Tds^ q^qfq ( $t. ^ ) i ‘‘apEu ?fq *qrf?- 
^sqq^qqqrt(q)sqsPTtsqf ^sqqfRSqtsrai I qqR WffqfT 3 r “ ^ f ^T 
fa<qt) fipn^T srrcrcRt sqqfkq ” ( «* m qi* ) f?p>q. i (q q\ iv-q*.) 1 
*3 TATTf^STTOTS^ W?qr?qtsqfra gjlfaiqf -(W w. qT q. viva.) qq S 6 *R- 
«wit wtftfroa sn? first ?fq 1 m Igmf— 3 ra g r 4 treT %ra ?fq \ 

iftrcrc wraq^fq 1 qf? # ffw «if— 

atwra frafq x$rk\a qisq?^ i q^if ^fqqrrc:.—wi^qq qiqqiq qqiir 
§ TO^q: 1 «bt^ qftq^frft *qif^f*fq ^ qfq («r. sir. v '*-) ftfq 1 
3<%cl5?JfprT^rT% 3^3?^rewqTqq* t 

SKKOniift^Tfq—rqiqt qrqt 'W ?fq qqqqr%q qfqiq- I ^1 ^fq 
i qfqq5RqRiqrqfq^cq qj& 1 % gq*q *qiqt \ q ff fqqiq^Tgq^fqqrftpqi. 

me«Tq: 1 ? 4 f^ffq qifqsiqir » qTqqiq^qqsr fqqqrfqqqjct qrqjtffq- 
Mtqra fqwf^qrqiwWq 1 q?q\ fqqifqqs^B srreuqqT^ 

fqqsrqrqr^cq-qTl fttuftlg ^S^q-^q (40a) qgraqTSS^T^ftqqqTf- 
qHTSgqq% q q*TiqV, qqiq qTqRqrqqftqqTtft f fq — 

4 q^i^3«r% ; gq: qrtqqq fw: I qfc gq^qfqqsrqsTqTfqrfq 

TIS^t^T q#' ^rqq I 



qgq ssrrcr 


qgqr qq^TRr $q i 

q *re?ntat : sunft StaT gssrrftaft *rar n 

( stt qre. ft. m.) ^ft i 

^ srf?rr fttiira^'TT^rrr *rrai*?r ^ *req qgsr f&gqqreq^ q gw *gt 

*qta*qj#q, Stares ssrrftqr ffa (*rt= 3^) i q 5 rtht WTftr- 

?Rrrft¥n%rin%<rr pq t qrerqqital(^) wwtatfa qw qn^r fgqtarcT 

wt faqrftg [ Jift ]' qjarrefftT- (<n ^ni^ qu) ftra *wrpj («r sit. sit 

ivsy-vsl £. ) qjrenftf | TT^g- ^qiftgqT qfs^lfa RTTRft ^qfaRTfcq 

qqq% qqj *KNreq sfft igw^T- qfi^RftrqiftqqT qfer^uft qr qrs 

q*rr ftq^r qrre?) as. s#gqq?rel i a*nfg— 

sqrite^ #gg5Rnrerere^ftift% ft^rraw =qq> gqgfewfq ( w.) i 

ftagsqTfwfRraq’Fq aqqu q$ qtar sta qqregqftam ftraft « 

(a a- 4 . i«$ s ) 

srer ftftqftq3?7ft^ftfif ft[5tasft ^ftqrg?nf*mii‘q^ta , qTpRMT?i% » 
ag— sqrcjf ? ?r ftqrreraftafffPT ftis i 

qp) aclftftft^rftfe^ffa qfg ^ sftfta'snjji u s ( *z. a.) 

5 mftaft swrpfqqnsqftqff < qpr* ?Rftft% 1 ^s- 
ftt^renf %2ftaqtfarere*rRq it ?ft ^rt i srer ‘qqsqsrsqaiST^’ft 
sre^jrrafift^q^T #qft#^TfaqRrq*qqks? ssrrecreq*? ws: 
qreqf q m ^ftr^T i ‘‘a^qa*qfPTffaqq^pfafs qt ?ft urentat 
ftq>R ” ‘‘^sftqfttslfR. ift *ftq% I qtsfe^reqqrs ^ 
qatataawq# n* =q qt s 5 *gseqR f^qqftsT 1 

gfT^Rf qt ‘Rtar^RTftf =q wafofe- ftST §atsfq qsw- 

>o 

qql ^TTTtqqifqgq: I q** SRqqrr ft^TOS^qt sqagft- 

qqfaarengqqta 1 s =q ^sqataret# q^q^ft^qRf^sntata: 1 
asi s ftgqr: ^reqTOrreqq^Tsr^ RnftqtasraiSt' i Rftqrft- 
qiqre^ft qqsqqfRq^Tqqiq^t qt^igqtftqt qsia ($t. *r. 
q^iv) 1 =q RqqFrenqr sqTftsqfasrftaftq qtsfa qt%# 

fscta sftr aT?jqqqg%ftraq: (q ^tt 1 ^v-ws. 5:) t 



$TS 3 f 5 IW 


q a fg[f q# I 

«T^t strcIj. sigwT^: sfKT^srrs^qsi^Rrw: fTT**' sra^fgwt^j ^:. 

^rf^w ^fcrftfq^rfiralf fwr ^raj- 

gjri cr^r?iTsgH?qT?n^%sf? srerteraT^ ^ fm i 

■TTIffi—IIMI—Mfnm— KUiH 

S^ITft f%'3TSS^sfq- cfSTT 3^P?q7% I ( 40 b) f^ffafTflf^frai *f#B gf 
^ZITOW^t W'» S3jf^%*fTfTW gf 

a^(gT)wfirrer t Iff, WfTffNra. i f f? ^nflflffl:- 

*%[§] fTffff 5T^3TT I ffpf ftff 3??re>fffT—- 

siif §^f:^#C 3 ?pj ffNif**n§ 3j- 

fgsrrat f m ffaranff w 1 

$T%f if *grM3TTf q ftgrct 3 ^ f^sTcf 

^ hat gtrrg^q ft ff. 3Ffl n 

(3. jit. f. 11^«. )?f% 

sragf qraa$filf3jr ^-(styfTSSfqff^rflsgtff srs^praR^i $j spircisr- 
q^%?r qrf>: srRtwntf?^ 6 1 ft^nfgg =9 fifM 3 nfgmreRTft ^stt- 
*tw $fg g&gg t*jt <rrff i 31 % srift rp fit f f? sraiR i^ra sgi 

ffa 1 ‘*rrffr frcrcT ^ifaftfrffNrcg. > f«nsrE3j%—srlf 

<0 

^r fT st* *nfff ftHra’Mr (fT m- « %■) 1 fif^lfffqfeflgR- 
fraifsrqarftgfl f^ffagsf^cffpjgr 

mre3n5lf?re5r^33jgT^HiT?I3TH. Wiff Wf f5f% I f§p’ fTffcfrff *TTf , 


6 srpftaTf t ff f r mmri qsTsqftararaTffcsr gftrcR. 1 ‘fera gf*! q^. 1 
qftgrm ?ff » $ g^f qftgrnr ^jt^. i ‘§qr fcwra «r^r 1 
Iqr sgfqfa’ftff finr 1 gif ^fl^wratfirffRrr <re 3^31% 1 

f fITRflf*fl fsft ‘gq^q Scfm?l ^TsaTTTfB Sf^Rt l =fcTCT 

•>s ^ 

f =frfgqjfrf%»’ (w. §. 1 . \\\\%*) ?ftr, ‘‘sngt iron# 

^Tf€fqnxm”-(q>r *ft. %■• )Mr f 1 



^ TO*^^ 8 ** ( 41 a) ^rf^ 7 1 ^g^ffirTO srr? tr's^riT:— 

^ [ct^tt] aTO^g^T^Tf^g^R^sgirRn 1 TOt 

rerararaftcpR 1 % gg^jft fg^rroR ^rg stti; q re qr Rte nfe 1 stort 

ft'dtffT^qftT'Tfir# SBTCTO^qT 3 i*TRTRRJTTgT^ifa_ , [ggsfl ^tI^- 
TMR;TTOgN?T TO WraJTOfjRg^g^ 2RT I frof*Jrflf^T S|t% 

TOgrf^refa$rcw cfr5fT7^|^twfRc^3j^ i TOgfaTg^croisfir ^«n^flwraR»r- 
gftagfafg i ^fagirgsr gp^r m fmv& srgfag ^fg 

^T^^cTT JRfrflrRRR^t^T^t f%fPi5TO3[ gt RfRfcg I g =g jrfggsgTfgpW!"* 
st^wt srrR[fg tor, ^nRfg ggR^grroRTOro^ro^ 1 

f%rn%^€ gnf^Rg RTf—mfg %f^Fg 1 

R ‘gg. ^TOr’ ffg cRfS^g aft5RT l g^J«J. I 5TT3q- 

^WtKRf ffTOgtfJRT R[gT]"wfg TO: 1 g R ^TWT^ft fgTOiggt#E 
^*rr f| gfg 3 to i TOgg 

ck 

7 Rtr gfsgrorTOrs^qTst gftg sgrgt i 5taT#gi 

?g: Rra, gfcaTOt gr TO*»tgtggt fggtfg. sng i qggfirgg- 
gwroRfta steTffisggt' a>fro frfen^fe: ggrg; i \ ff<r 
‘swrC i^gg^r sfsggfgsi^ qis: ^ 5 ?frfg$ra:) 

^ncwrC 1 fgrer gg?w%fg ffg gfg qjnj. gg^R g&r’ 

^(^f*m*rrc^rR) 1 %flrgt TOggfssgnff TOt^r#sr 1 

m fgfgsftggigq^: ggfasfctg Sfqjfgfg gsg^rgfg^: 1 g g gpRgfg- 
?TO ssprot ^TtsrergtoTggrfggifggr gw *wfgg sufgfg 

gjgsgfgFg ‘5 to- R I’ftfg gtTOBTftgro fgfgr. 1 Iftfg gfRgmft 
ggfar g«rg stotojw sfggg$gig^rsTOgT% ssnfro g? 
TO3HR«?i3g f^grfgg^fgsi 1 %?^iRrfggT 1 Itorpto sgrgtfg 
5rTTOqgfg53if|R%gqt<TTf?cf SfaTfg ’ 

« g gg\% s*rcg»jpf&<rc: g^g 9pwn: 1 TOtpr 
TOg>*g*gT^fg isipg^TOrragls^fEraf^qftTOH s^rfro:#?- 
TOgTfgwgR ?«n% 1 <lgg gT#f%TO’ *gggr4^Rfg ^ggr 1 



33*393^1 


u 

3 *e«rr^T5[t5Tr-(-4i b)w3%^ 3 3*arT33?a} f33f3T?l3r fosra^aimm i 33Tf? 
*t #% ST*nf3*T3f3fi?f%f3sl3%33 3t3iss3r • %f%3 53Tf^*rf3Sf333is*r3T3T 
3s?aff3$t§3? 33«43i3r. 3 * 3 ? f?»Trs3*% arm trfirftfti T3V1T3T i 

3f?? f%3T3T fs?T3T*J i fim^ra firirafmmrNrc, amcr^m^ 3i. stt* 3i* ) 
smtssr? fmsap^ 3T*rsnfai3a?pm. i ?r^3 f3*TT9 ?f3 3%3 

?f% i *1 3 ffar $rahj3P 3s:r^T?*?ts4®r 53 3;rsaf r?f 5 t?*33T3ts waatsg- 
3139^3 3T3tt 3C. ¥rrsrTf%t% f^TigviT^rr ??apm3 i 9 ?t? (3T srr. '*i«- ?••)— 
‘^irg»TR2T% 3T*ifr3T3£3i3f33arram?5*TT3 ?%’1 3f%3?f3(si)33 ;: 3*ft 

393 %? §153993 i $ 3 ^iq?g?:TS?^s5!39!rTf^sw?«rT^?ref^T?cR:- 

I§3f33i 3399 ml 3 59 m stfTOmfcf^F^sajmrm' 3*at farsPrmfa- 

5*^3 ^fccr 95M1 %g %s *n%f«rf 3 s?i^Tf?W ^333;% I a??!?—‘farekmfar- 

53^9 3S?3l 5ajfir9rf^jj: • wfaspHJTft&TT: 35§rl3T ?9 9llT3? tl’ (?• ^. *- Vi ) 
<33^ 5frwF3mrRWT#mgT^f?r mf*i3 u$ m93T ,: 39f:9 i 9 ?t? 

(jfr. srr '* 1 = 5 )—'am fsmninsr am 35 1 (423)1*9 f| ^rtarm^r 

am: mart 9?if9f 11 mf*T3T%9 319191399911*1 39?t 1 995 % *tt1w6t 

aim arm^ s9f*i9Tfw: 11 ’ ?f3 11 gf^^fiii^mfMwtfaF 5 *^: m*fr 

3T9?9-( m3 ) 91399191 5C9t993lf3 1 3pm—''aftsgf £9*r9*91^t 3^3 919> 
m3?. (*3t?[9 ) l SrV sancar^ ^3 ^4 95ref99lf991 ll’ ( 31. SIP '»!'* ) 
?f3 I 39*1 39*T93r aTS33f33T forntelTf^ I 39 3f#l^r^3T 

*r% 3Tahr>Kapn^3 [?rmir99i9i%9] 9p99>PK9r%r 9«m5*T ftamrf^faTf^RRrc; 
ws. 33t3 I ?I3(Tg fg«9%tf9 %^915 3% «3l^3l I 33833313 SF333; 
mfaraTT?: 59391 %-3t 533331 S3- I 33ftg3S3?3T3't I 33% 
*3%f9fi:f3 I 

srfcjjpa# 5 5t% 999^3 s%?r 3123 ff33^3 

333JBRt5?3r3^t%«f3aTT3rf3S33^sraTT3: 53 faffsp | #mg[3t( 39*$[9l )- 

S3WTTf33tsf7 mf93f 313*1333133331: 3*3^3- 9*lt*P | 39t 3331 t9®Tf%: 
9&*13§9 %f%: | 3t 3T33gff333T 3 131^ 33^ ^33 1 3 I 3993t 993191 
f? 333 *%. I 331533 ? ST 35 %T 9 <ft 9 t ST 33 f¥| 33 : I * 19 ^%T ( 5^3 ) 3 





5 qn# jti&i ^Trowt Tksfaq flw wffare i v^Wm i^wt 

yng f g K c^ s ^r niT^oT sn«*nTR 5 ^rr«ft ri M^^Ni^Trer- 

cra#*f vrtrfa 335 # wprr^r ^ 1 1 

€<T33JT qm#r atfgfqwqifqsqq^i wwififftr- sfafltfr 

g fii ' ^c^ n M^fl ^ t q q ffl iqtsfq flTqrfsr^qqTqqqfTfs^qTq^q gwns^nTJr. ^strV 

^4% I S *ni»fr«WR. (43a) fq^qsqfqrfqt^qqq 31 WRRnsg*fa%, 

3131^ ^^^cWra^Tl^sBSJTFJJ^Ttl^T I 

qg^r raW ^ 3 fjrfq?qT tfnq^ 5rf?tET- 

fqg i g^^qfwfscqT #s£q fwt^Xqfwtfm, *gpnq«rfoqTfoifr. 

q?irq$c%q qtqq*%r ^i^qqvicqTs: 1 qatfct^qgqiq^qr ^rt?rf% j n^t‘ , ^T t 

qrfir^qfti: gqf%rorq?qq sqrfqqt ^qlqqifqfat^gqqqT 1 qq qqiwrqfq 

q^wr qrqrcqjfirei *qqm. i *qnq#r qqr*n% q *?Rq q*qq^q 

gi2?MTsc?fjfi^Rqi»TTq trq 1 5rfqsq%q% fqqqrsfqqr^iqiqfq ^qqlqcqi- 

qrc: l qqnq iwi 3T8>r qtqq^tssrtexq. 1 qftssr qtqjw fttfqqqqqrqt 

* 

qqqifqfq^W. %srr ^rsBMTq>rcfwrq Rt^^qp(qtqfq-) q*rqfq- 
^tfcfcqrq 5 3191 q cf^wqjr^T^fffcqi^qtqTRf^T^ 1 qqiff qqsqRqq; 
qrs??i sqtft sqrqrc .—m fqqr-vrTq^q-qtqf fqT<§q • 1 qqrfq (gerrsfqqr) fqxrq*- 
qr^u^fq^q 3pqT5^n^q f^fqq- sisqsqiqR. 1 g ^Rifasreqftfq 
qqiqjif wsqT^arqR^T agfaqqiwqt: qrqrw.1 qflsq- 

qiaqql%r, sqqqrfq sqTqTwqFqTsnqmf^q^q 1 qq 

qtqrwfqfq^TqrqtJrr, qq^q^Fqq^rqifq qq^iqq (?) ^rrqr^qqrqiqqi^ t qq 

qn^ sqji^f'RqtqqtqqftfRM 9 q^qqfq, qi^q qg.jm^Tfaqqqtqrq. *rwft- 
qlwfc tftqqqw i q^qqT *qfqq*q^qMqr q^Rqprasx 
sq^qqTqs, q;q qjTsqqraqqt: qTqqfqftr^qq qiqRqffasqf qrq qrq^cq sqiqR* 1 


9 q^qfftq^hq qifq^^q- q^qf fqfqqRwqqsnq^ qfqq#firt>fqqt- 
sqr^qqfqttqiq. qf^gf^f- 1 qf%^ gftRqqqcq sqmqrq?? 

9 

fqq>qsnq?qsr 1 



4 3§TT« 


H 

sw^TSsf^m: ans^ *t^ * 

5 R 8 *raST£‘ > #B#& 5 J u^r?r * 

_ —. _£^_ __rs ^ t\ rv /v 

«T ITcT ^P^^T 5 Rj^rnTRqKtTO?RWT^?l^T?rR^ 

qw ro w fr *cftrcT*rKre&: snsTraaraT ^t^tjs?ji?wt %ra: 
^IFft fSWcWWTfT^ f^sfq 10 HT ^m^ T FT - 

^ 55 T^[. rtr^l gSH^M^a Rfa 3 R 3 T%qT 33 ^ftafaa^ Ra^ a 4 ^ If a 1 - 
qf^RRTT% 5 I SWTWT ^RK 

fa r w^sfi afM^a^aOTGT^aT'ift fa^naTT^f^crrara:, aia- 
aR$i«n%t s er®Smtit: 3 * ?a qffrg$R 3 . s^afaa afesw. ^ ra Tw fa fa a T- 

yat±w TcTTT^^i^ a?in^T^TaaT 3 waa 5 i^ra;a;y aga> r- 

arrft wi’n'f^t sra: 1 sr ^ * srft:, 1 wwT^fa 5 rr%sfa asi 
sewjwspi^ 1 «rrfa frr*r, rrerrawrargj ®rfa g 


m v T!Wt£%5 a fwarfai snarw^r faqats^ **nf4a sfRi(^)faqa- 

am afafff qpksTfa^ wnarc. 1 ( 43 b) m ^ ff^- 

^aiwmRffcacR'ra. 1 ata 8 * ’RpRsn^iqian atfaaat a?n^Taafaf>s sanaar- 

^ 5 Rl l 


^^igar^rarfsfta^RaspreJ a% *asr 4 r w*, f^nmT^ sqsrar:, 

caj^sqsrqj^t^f^f^qjisr ^RSRSR^qr ^[f^RT fai(ff) I **tT®fa aPaMTSa 

wforacfogsa^ 1 a a ^pa^r aaPra^atiR.1 gat ^req famftRfipafiR- 
1 a a m- araTfaqrraT, argw, argasift:, smifareRr fasmsTO- 
aaina .1 %<rnfcf arfe qfl 4 Ilw*j*{<i$Rf aigatfafer, ^swfyaaaiRRia- 
fafiifaTspRaprra. t aTgaspRa aaTfaafaaifa^asa timiiNmmim- 
aificfa^fTaram 1 at anwrtaT^a 

fawarf^aq^r: 1 a a^asa giaRaara: saTgtfq 


srrarcaaau 


srasr a 



10 t^a «fl^c?a ars: 1 aTaRajtqiaaarriafa g aitaa* ares 1 





VSo 


1 vxnranjt ssraf% %^» 

«i grf%^ 'Tcn^gr^f 4501x^1 ?f#aiTRWR?n <r^ 

1 5^^ff^^f^JTniIc»Ta^OTg- 


A. A 


r*-> a./*n 







5R^r«ftSC€lffl- 

1 q^rnw S ^r iT rt^^k, fgrcrraT fore Kra rereregrr^» 

5im * *aT5RE5q^, gS^TITlII^ncSTt^^R^n^I^I l 

; 3«mmT^OTe? ^Ngft^TKdTi te turr ^ 

g Rrctefora ^ftffqr^Tq’rfiT ddjp qT^r: u 


sung Trftf^rmrTO. 1 4*q Hgstsrc^nf^ swrefo, ?r^fR ^trxr 3?ft%. 

Jr^r^fTSTTR^T I STCI?4T4H4^ ?34 ^4 trsf I g^(44a)ffTWtft;q?f ?fa 
f^gtf WTSTC^sfo 1 44lfi[ fawfa?R4 R4f<0T 4Tfa l 
*rai44t fi? TOeR^TOcr afitst wfqr ^xr^rptor*. #5R5st4t i srtfct- 
W^f^cRST *2sfRRH4r% 4f|WF- • TOUTOTISsT ^Rw^qnRfa- 
Hc4H I ^gaj^BWIRTW 4WT^T4T44^ TOfXJPFiXRXR I 4^f 4RHT- 
S44T4 tTcf ^xt#f?fqR^ | 4T vmfiffniNT st^rtt fcraraifsrow- 

Hc4*IT<R%, 4 4 3qfiRTf*»J?TT, I fsRTOTf^ftsshHT- 

M5] s*rrf44t xmv&l i 5W4 s 4§nfi4T4t f| 4^4 i gsnf? 

fsfawftr? st^BT 54§RJ£—1T^ grefg; sflTC% 3/q*I44TS4f?4cR4 44T 

#CT4RT4T: pFR^qhF’C' ^1%^Tc4q;i tjcW SKfterc^fxtfir %4<rRRpm^- 
ifa *mw, I f5^4^l43dlfd4l^i|4y^trwf 44T 51^443:^ I H^tqr- 

5Rftf?RrT%^4 435Rft% , 5F^R4 5W^ I ?tp^— ^|rr^4TR4t|f. fsis«r 

*RP I 44T <^SR4mT% ^ fsptfcftSST 5 fiTRjr($r)g. II 11 (sr. 4T. $T: \il) 
4^4 f%4TTOfrnra ffrfaft ^fR^SmrfSPBR: STOTfa^, TOPERTf^- 
H?T%4 ^4T4T^[5RFtfg€[Tff^r R5Rft% I ^TcT^^r ^f5TT *3TFTOI%0rT- 

i x ^ 4 %frss^fTf^^wr?f. to: » gfa^xsri; ( v&^ g:) 4 «n ^qlsRsn 
TO'ftft TOt I 



^5*5 3§mr 


'S') 

(^) 3 ^q^rsfST?g^ (44b) sgsrif ( \\^ <)?.* s .) 

1 g^ggsEgsgirraff gsr sgsr$?gfgf3 fg. ; ggrfa sgsnsagtfggp - 
* r * E ^ r 5W«T$Rft%. ^r^sfq S3?fHTSJ?frffo>T% grgfgSRBjgHftfe gfgyg 
sfa^ifg fp-ra x& sgsgsqsrgarrg 1 m ff if %gg wwwflfip, 
fi^g^aalt«R<f) <f i^g 1 g^gg^g g>g ggggFgfer 

%^f [g] groft, 3^ g ggt^r ^, 

g^ragtsfir ^f , gg?ftfgaii% grqjgfgsgsntigtff fggffgjgiggT a fqqseais gf- 
s^rrfqr g gq^ 1 gpj wrfgfrgg, “g ff sg#g a?ftqgr^ graqgf^fgqgf”fg 

('* s -° 1 ) I 'P^r qgg^girqagfgt ff sgsraacftfggqpq , g sgsrascftgf sgirg- 
sraffsr., ggafqg^g afqsrcfft. %qgigT srfq grara., g^gg, aggsTgagpragra, 1 
5 fq*nqrfffa= 4 ^ gg fg g°ggfpra^q 1 trgig oggf^fi *gga ^nfe? 
HF^ gfwRSN' fTTfci *Tffg I gqiff—qgggrTffgt 3 ggff, sfirpgngT^Sfq 
ragagiTTf* gsgg. 1gg'Bigr g^r gg$rg g^ggqrfgfg ?gT^q qrrgq>r%sfg wuw 
*th ffg fg., ggg ; ggqpg grwcfra, grgrg%?ggq^s?g pqgsg^grfq g%gra, i 
^nra^assg fg$N ygTggng gwr. ff: ?pr gpgg. srra gissg- 

f^lfiraLi ggt g|q grgr:, gggfgrgT gFg-sassgfg&n, <&g =g §gfgfg 
(45a) gife qfgfqgg i ff g qf 4 cfi^g^BT%^ *g$fg fgRTT§* gfgraf 
g para. 1 ?rf% g, ggna qg€ pg. i fwr q>if g fgqftg qaw?ig*frft, 
ff I fggftg ffTrqrfwrgif%fg qrasq graff rag, i a&a?g gft rang* 
#gg; fggpg g^gg'ffg i g pg. <$fgg afrarra^q rararai sra 5 * 
g pg. srdtgl, ?ifq g ‘aatqgiq if pg. i srafft pg fratqg qqgtfg- 
gjggfrp.’ 1 (ra wt. gt. riv srifg ^ j ) sra^a fg^rgrara gT pgrar 

ggUgg^nraifgrffai^gr i qfcrr gigrfg^gsR^w i gg frag agnurOf)- 
«gnmgg , gi^araig ^gsgTqrcqg. i sraf g ffrrfrfgrga - ura^f. g g 
anwggft 5 g 4 # rgrfg^gnf I ^rfqrf^fg—gft gtgffgran^gra p?ra i 
tTgffqr grfra, f| fgrgggrag, gfg^r ft! gggfffa f%f%g gg f^g 

afgqpigg;? g gif^sirig, agfgrafww gfgiR^i^g qgj^gragga 

C 

g^T^TRT^I srf^^frT %5, srf^^xncPr 

it S ® 

anfffgra a f ra T c g r« g grgff^wrssff^gr^g, %fraagfgncgg% gggTssafgr 



^TSqsraRT 


vs^ 

q^glsfqqtqR;» acfrfgfqqqqiff qtq*1 q g^qfqg* g#qq 

WTfq:, q =q f?P?TfJT f^qTfpqlfcRftf. EIcfrq-% 1 xrm 3TR5. s^fqfqw 
P fqqiqrqqt T5rrf^Rft-rg^f-(45b)^T^. pfn%qrpqWfssnfc s&nqrq 
sqSRRRSRRJ^ I pq sqj[^ p , sprar fiWTO ?f?T gsqq fe qqq t 
^ 'fe'iitf5r^T^n^'^f ! E%^5Br^rrwK iqqq^qq^qqTfpTqT^q q#Kt- 

tr^ :? p<p—ffq g nw TOg f fo sT fraan < 

<7\ 

fqfaq%- af?mTf5r tt 5R%ir 

51 ?T?sr 5 f fqqqq* I *=fkqTqqfqST% qr€l%Tqfqqrfq II fpg ^q qsi^rq- 
fq^qqfqiR: I pm 14^3% qffPgqq: sfiqT II (w qr ^ q##fq ?) 
si f %i ^p^qqt^fqqrq5%T?*qir*H< *rer 

wqqqT^q qeftfg:” 1 (5. q*. \° ?•) qqtpqnq^qqlq] p pcftfq 

[ p: Jpswsp^JitsppInspE^iT^ 1 sra p‘ imm. 1 [%£t 3 ]— 
fWs^r^^rgqrT^rT^^nfj^mp, 1 ^THsnrfq^fg—siprtq pf^f 
qpfqqrftpiiq qm&rgqrqq^ qgjrarq^T fqmfafqSNrp sqfq- 

=niP!rr^r ww 1 snswrRJ i qpipg^- 

se% 5JT p^qqfcRqqRL srarqrRjqqqt qr qfqqq fqsrrfcq- qf qpatfcffigq | . 
(49a)qiq; i qfqiqqf PIT ^qtPTfqpqraqTfqppfTq I l ^rq ^ q ^ qraft- 
5^'ii^ifir>jq% 1 gfp qp§qff q?qp qtfq^RPRqiq^^q sRpraqfarq- 
“at^TsfifgfqqriTcq^T gp: ppraifqfpqT*rr ( qr. p. n ) ?fq q^q” 
(q. \° g:) sfffgqrq^iRpq^ q?q gqr | sratfg^qr gqr?*ps pit gp 1 

fMlTlt qlf^TlTcq^ qqt gp I gqt qqTqp' SRPT: S^PT: | SP ^TH - fTR^ - 
^fnfer?r snmq: qfr.p^rrgqtpr, wzi snmrai t j^|g ? fq_^ 

fft fqqiq%TSSqq I ^UTtmjlTcR^ ?rqMq I HTSrTPqtqT^ra- 
€TWiqqq 37Tqr: qTqTP^f Scftqr fqqTqTqq. [ ^qf pfR; | ] g| qfifag .. 

«TT%* mttifcmate *rfeq qpg^q mgmw 

^?jt qr gj^rqiqf qr ^rmpr^^Tssfq i qsrfeqci. qqqrqipiqqtqt qrsqaq^q, 
q PRtqcqq. i qqqfq?^ qr s^qf?rq?gfqgt^ gqfip, qqnq; qq5unqqrr 
qt qqjfrq: q qtaqTfqrsqqrtq^^q m% I 3Rp qTjq[Sf]qq^T5R.q%r: 



^ 3 STRT. 


*s\ 

[q] oft *rsRf%sq% i totr# 1 

fqftwi i wm* ftf<r vraifirenrorciq i siftrafaftfa ?rfimr- 
qTRqTq. i sfrsrttea ^Tfffir: q^iNi^rcftqtefqsq qT(qT)TO» 
fiWNlR^ftMtlW 5 WtW sqsPRqTSfa ( 46 b)-v?r^Tft I ST«Ir^f%% 
qfi^qf sq^wj; i” ( q i f ) (5]%rfq©Tr^fq irar- 
Mqqtq irTTOirqsiqTqqq qf qjTRrafqq; 1 5»T^Scg^3T fa % atec^q 

Stqfawfqw&frsrqr i ^f%%f?r—^B?rfsr swqnqtft qron^fKq* 
qWtfq qfp^fcpqrqf^fSwfir q 1 qqqlqqqq qro#i fqsrFqn q 
qf^wra; 1 qftfiicr4tfmT fqqpnqiqt fTqifq qqcrqroqfcr i 

*A 

WW fqqqrqi^&q S!% . W5JW- 

qTWrapiiftqrf q%qrft ^rp^ri^mssf^flr ^tfqmfrc&rfqmft i %<&% 
q^qrq%srf (f)g>%r 1 srai?* qqfqqqrqrcqr»fr#?rc' cw 1 

5^rT1^3%H HR f| f|f^f fqft^SP! *felS?PW I <m ^WRWTfif 
f^rft^TO, Jimgrrent^qta^JT^ qfqqiq'HR. i wt crqtqhrfqqn? RwraT- 
1 qroirajH qqf^tqtf fqqqfrnq ifa qrPi i qTfqr %ftqfqft 1 to 

5TT? —’^tTRRqfpwqW fq$5<m’ -qTqR 12 1 Pig: fllPT — 


12 ??IR #5T ^ffTR^Jf qpftqTSqq (l<)vs-1^t; %) 

‘trqqtqqqsfi'fq cfTg'TqTq WWfff Jlf^r’f^f'TfTH^R ^1%: I 

^ 33*5 TOP ^sraiqrcqqfTO p g ^ t g g ^ rayl', 33 q #rtro; 
§fqq;firf% qTOinlf f?r4q sqqftfqr qr'ffa^wqt: 1 qqqp q>R*ftftq- 
^^TTf’Tlf5TJTt TO fafqfWT gwrfpt, sftsnCP q% q WTOST- 

qfaRrr sffgra'rqtf’Tjft, sqqRfa qrorapferraftfcr fg[?rtqtsrrafqqf^<t 
faqfq ^T^T ?f% qq. I qpq qrpqqtPTPTOrf?T#*pft* #13- 
q§NTfqqf^qq^ fq#qqrq qqq^qf^q^sTOfirq&q 1 qqp qtsq 
§ro : q < r?tfsrt q«rrsq qfreraKte^ ‘qtfpq.’.. ?3nfqq#rcTq ‘pqT 
^fipsqqRTqt TOT^t qiqqTqq qnjqqqipW?l #5tTpt: 

#?: i #p3iqffiiq qq ^pq^fqfrfsrorqpp sqiqFqiq3T3«r% 
‘TOfTTOTO’ ?f% fqfaro swrqTOt fprs*r to: « q^frrrq- 
qqrsfa qspr *ep<r 4 fqqn: 4 TOqf^faqTTO*» 





v*V 

gif ( gif- ) ( ?J TT ft. ) 1 ^ 353*fRPN5^ 3R. 

f%% ggreftiT ^gat ftfftsqaTpBT. §^f farRTiRTflrRiTr 

g*^l (47a) sisfru ^^rflTcfl^T^rr^ifwi. ssrsr 

‘Sjgp=f ^S'WTS'TteJISn 5 ^^^’ ( RT ft 1IV-1^ ^ S ) fft 1 *RT 
‘g ft ftmt^lRT SfS% ^Tcflft ?5IT-( ft^IT* )ft5ftT<I I *T ft 

gftrftrstsft gag?r:( SFsnnftg ( *s. a. v< i S ) < * ft 

cfi'WS'Jlft^TSScJTIff ftffftf, 3ft SFRftratsft gfeS'FW SITOTR I 
cfsfT i%?f#f!J?ft ^STfl'RflT’f aftf I %3pft3>*rftt ft aiiftgVTT^: l 34 - 

sre #% a^ftgg aftsf f^nmaftfR i sraft ^—h 

gft gg4%, ft> aft 2 ogg^RRaRmafta i jftft sctrr a^rrcrcfa 3*n 

fTTOft g Rq^ fts R Rir sftalft srerarsnrra sa-^TTWip-) ^twr srcr^p 

saRSTF^ I cT^T^eRU—ftfT? S3fTftf5'T3rra% l 

m? 5f3^rar 11 faf reat*. ) ^atrciaaft [wt] gp* (sifraafts'f p*)— 
3ifi?T3: TV?T*r? 3 ft^ I WTcHTaSRft ■'tlcMI ftURtfS tl 

(51. 3T.) 3 =3 f%a#tlRr fRFcI^n SRTRgft paRt » Wlft 3 3134 3ST33iT5iai 

ft^r fRPg^r fta* #3’ 3T jra>T?aa (47b) ?fa aa%, 3 TO#tprk 3T' 
HT5RJL ^^itft?I5J ^ R; 5 I 3Tft fS5RT5I3Tft, 5fT^ftT^c5(4» srcrerftrasif- 

saftraTara. • wft a aft fra srcr^R 3 sir. aar frats^i pa: sir. 
anftftft^ft^PTRR I 5RT SITaf ( a«rM*lf ) ft$Nt ?Ta fft ftffWR. I 
frat gr%r ftfrfta; 1 iw sfttsrasfai a sata’ 34 ($4) ^ n^a 
ft^tftrats^: 5RfftraR ? aarft pam5% s?af aft^at a gfiRsRU 1 ^3 
s%T3Rf sraftaassraft a^safaaiTftsftsw'Tiiasi ftftis'Rft aftRRSTft- 
fRSJTWrRR* [ 3 J 53T4I 4*3%—ft^TfRSft 3TT?3fa 1 

astsarfasrift gwasa ft^afa si <313334 i ap54— srspfcrrft aaa HR 

434 Bfi^TSTT I a ^CTi|R5rMfSgtsfft€H I WT ; 5R C3 R*I ; ITSW5f 

*n*RR II SnftcRSaRl I *rpR— 1 ‘STfft stfl?TT ; cf ft<7^l.’ I 

gSTRRSfTa^RRRR ftSR! wft 5RPEI*% W SRiI5MSWr 

saqstr: sR: srarcrat fft (48a) 1 sr: ^s^pff^RTfps'T- 

SRSft wsr ftRR I 



=srg^ 3§rr?r. \»a 

sq'mT^ft f^n^T ^kr^cf^Torn^, ^qraT^ft- 

S^pTTcn: ?qfK^g $ 5 WrTTO 3 fr, f%?cTTSS^fr ssrfvRTkw ?pK- 

#k^ 0 Ifl?TT!T^TJ!TWf 5 r f?TR 5 cIT OtfifST? • 

srcrfowrsrrf^TfZfT snuf^R^: akk gn* irsu 

w RTfen-rtewfq- f^^rfrfroi^r ftirorcKr i swtw ^rfqr ffc (*) 
^g^RST^nfg^ srcwnrmm ^i| (r) g iRrc*p^g*r^#*Ti i 
5¥PTT?JT^Rg' ^^WFfsRijT-( ) JR#T I sforf^fg—^sqT'far^R- 
sft. i sjTxTT^^ gra^r q ag ^ ^’, trt sfa gsntorrata sr& > 
gw' g^«r* tfTT^^fsRwgHqr^T: 14 1 fwrcr^ y* xm 
ffg agr<piR?*'rcrer m i 

c- 

^Rf ff^Rig^R^ftoifwrc^^R ^ ttefa 

•■£TFgr ?fg a^Prg' sqi^sl sqTOT^t ffg— 

»nj|?R®r4T akigtaT gT€Tfri% (-ggw?rfg) |gg. i sraqign^t ffg~ 
^^®F«r^ 5 crJTi^^^t^ 5 ig: 3 TRm^s# sil^rer *trt*. gfocrn « 
5^fir^rf?;»u'ts'Tt?rri;—ra?ciTSS^T ?f% i srgfsat 
(48b) q% sqgf^gr. %WRr gfcRT fflRsfgi 

^fg 5?gg fgr%r t g^irRR^Tf^EgR, %ggr<ir$w fggrersftei' *g$F 
1 €c^, fe-g gsrrfqr aatg %g 5 THT gRjgJigqT- 

^•fT, ^qjgji sjrareefg 1 gigtgrswrag gtf wt T^ri^suf^ 1 u^t><^&»- 
$jfsi#fk3 t raw% leftar 1 srtJifcTn: ?fir f^rngHift 1 m g 3 ^ pw 


13 ^ st^Tfrgt graft#** gRTjft^fMr ‘^n^r^i^f sfsraTfaaT*.’ 
‘*n*F*t f[»rf% gggt Hfrrai’fa^FF^^raTaa^Rra^TT Wl^fR- 
f€5pga^tgTO5g4?ff«rg', * R^^^rai»PTfgfg?g?raL- 





trtow^frnw ra;*nig i 

f s^ qfg: ®r ^'TtewR^H 

( 5RT» m. v\\ ) 


ssrrf* 

l< » g^l5W T * !% f^ra WTTf^I TOKrT 

*iftesra% i 

JTTRRII «ft«l l*ifc|SqfcR& gT^T^^pf^rf 


g^i^cOTCf srasa^rg*:' srErrafe srafe iR^u v ^ ?r.) 

53n4* ^ *rem T%iraraTiT5¥rraT^m^ e^wn- 

s ra Tf Rt *J sq^RT TC OTT %WRTJRI T%T%^^S'^TW^OTOTcq- 
ft^«RWSPIT3«Rw% 5TFT nR^IRcl^rara I 

ara i <£ i m W Mfo*rro5>T i 



srnsT ^t: ^<rn ir'Mi 


era 5TfTOl ^ ^ ^TRTRft fesrawraj I cf^T?i: T01 Cray^HT- 



f%»rr^«njjjn 3iraRri^ sst^f^rm. t treirerrf^—Tf^ar^fST ( ) *isr~ 

srainpR craf^w t^tt^t fsrsn^nf^. > srsff%: ^'4wften%rT fww- 
fa?f?T: i ^52Rq®f5% | eKflft; efilfrg: I 3*fsR%fg efsrr- 

H^r €tsfq- wnfiraf- i i 

mt ^ aw *r gs?w g^n (vsti ^ i ^^pm:[»T] ^\(m) ^m- 

l ffcraiR ( fqqf^ ) ^ I s^ifergsR- 

WT# 5 T I STT^T #?. | Sf%cI^ 5 eI#fTifJ?rr I sqf^PT^T 

©s, 

TOnTTerar §<rcr (49a) qiTOfwfNRf' 1 tw^T^stgnr- 

\ ^ [swra] i srRTRfe * 5 

feTR%, 5RTt?f[f I 

SJffT^Sirfc—TO |f% to: I f%%qg*mfeCT<£ gTffqpPTgeT* 

toc. scnranprw g^ra#mftror-(^r 
eTRicHRftifjW, q^rfarar wt JrrerorT: i ^ s r re ifc fg JT^grggr^u, 
TO^rei ^TFenc^UUf » g§f *JsfRt 5TT*T T^T^sftfifgg#- 


^ 31 H 


\$VS 

*w i urn— 

srragt w&teq ^FRT^rrq 
RSTRTsrgqrnri^i gf^rc' r#^ qrfiNrg i 
fq^rsvf qf^rsq srrciij^Tm^m *nsw^’ 

HWWHg^ft R%nr fSTcTT STMT T%^' =| f ^RT |>Vli (*r *l ) 

#£ltpi 3WIjftMfr a%OTcTO 3 TR# - 

i Rrongf l^sgt^r i iRftretasr ircrtaft- 
nfT^r i tr^RTfq' i w ^ I srfagFr nwrfqt Rirawgsr i 11 
iwrtnRT^" q^rcrasftq&fi i switnR 
fa^RTH I wf^^wr^I*ISIR 7 cT«TT ITT 17R7TW- 11 I 

qqrf ( % )—■d^rrirf^JR apmt f|*N% » q^ffi-(49b) ifpr 

3 smtssr it si% i srat qsrft ^rttstsst^u srresrcsnr s?p> 

cWlfa UTWTRT^ q-ft^KRTSrRJW tfRtTW fTTST^cpf^T €1^ 5T%i 

gf?rli fefteqig^r-( tj*p% y^Rfggq^ssww^r?^ i 3j«r- 

TO^t% i ‘‘^nbJRsT?F crM?rf<pr4#T strut- wj'ng i’’ (5 tf. ^i) 

'\ 

^wqTf^sTJRgra: i^TRteqrfagRRTfq' . R 

grerr^ftsniqs qpraapiR t 1 <tr?*T3?ptr qrcaTWR 1 

gfgr? “«TT%% fsrffsRT irf^ETlP T5T%3tf% ftf^SSTreFSR t%€l3#T, WjfUTTT 
fg#RKtf7 R5R% § Rfw^Tf^nT^Fn 

isrrer 1%*TRRr 1 *rrc3?ra#r =7 sjiTifasn'ssm!? g#iit??i HTfwE-, 


14 3il ‘3>R% ^[IWB ?f% TTqiT#. #?<RS STRICT *T 

tRTg STBjfusm ‘m TRq’firfo 5f%RM?CH37Sc7I^nqiq- 

lKTfq^7 *&FR I 1 q RTTlft 7«pTO?fl 

qi T^qrfg, 1 ifsft’flMffTcrRT: 

‘irf^rr *sfRT it% ugsrren 1 at ?<*f^ffcf5#n4- 

flf&Tfafa JOTfkgTire^7 3WT7T3LI t^lffgJtTlt^. 7RRT- 

issraTR?? 5 rw?1 1 





\ies 

ccf grqT% **?$ JWfeTftnft' 

«l.r. rv r> fv r» -> Hr ■ ,r- . 

^TTTOT*raTTTO TSW5HT cISttlZ^Kra^T^t I 

5iwrqT??rRfir^%cTg 

f g fcr fa ? ifttn («r ?r ) 

sr<K?g, sj^n^f^^srg-reRrTqtp; tfer i 

nm^T: STUPIDS q f c^q T ^ Tg ^ T^ft^grT- 
€IIW 3«5I^TT TTOTOT^mST ¥ft!g«rt4 I 
qt^cT^orej ^oit- 

i i^fa Tq fe KrererreTO 55 «r: ift^n (nr. nr. vivs) 

nf^nn^rgnm: i nnfa %r snfTOftTOSjnrsfqr ^Ff*jpftrf^rq#r 
s^HTftnRcfRren to stotot-(ti) ^ptIctotto tot# snfrofer- 
fn% 5ni%T prewar nrgnrfcwg^ i snfroftnm fw#Bfo srcfc*n%r 

^rcro, nsr ( 50 a) ^rn4%n to:, nferc* fntnFta f%nn §wt n%f% n%- 

nnnt fa=nff, fttro^r 5^:, (5J gsnss^t fn^sr: 1 

TO$*r(n)a?%n 3 snrsrftjrrssTOjfa gfauw^^q-*rerft?«r n I rofinpr fr- 
%gspf snftr^Tftror: sfgqT^nr;” ($. g\ ^2)1 nfcnnftTOSRR- 
tndwnrTOpTOT cf fftTfa n nr ^rangp gn 

TiTO^ : wuft rfg^ft Iro^Tl^fnrcfnsn^rnTfr: q q jg yan frr fwf^TOciT: 
TOTt^i^TOmrs TOfraTTO^wnrfnn ( p ) 5Mirnign*nnnnnrcnnpflR:- 
totot 1%«nwRftf?r TO^fro^fnnrnrsw %nf^n( 3 £r>%T gsnr- 
wiffrRT. TRar^t nfti*n!T 5 rw: ?FntnwT^: qfrjuj:» 

& 5rerr^ft?n^(f5r)—fsrcrew ?fa fsncTOdnTO'rfcg nnqr ^s^g- 
unsrw: 1 enft nri^cr In 

#Tf*rf ^3 ?fn 1 m ‘‘giTOft faJTOTOFnnfanTnt, 

?PTOsr%ff‘ nr-(5ob)p?, 9 pr#?(#-) gmfror^r tt*’ rnfan., srfnreT 

^feror^f Bnfn^nTTO* gjTOrtfg 'nrprcsn: *prn§nt $f*re;1 

r^fwnnr tfronw pnf^wTTO. nTfastwrat 5 nfnnrfen' g«rr [ ] 



38TW- 




grsrcfH% w>t 5&n srn*rci <ns^ si^ 
sfT m smrasj ftcr f^r: srotj i 

i^ l«n^4 l»df H^IT'dT'd^ 

3T55T IrT^d^rf^vCT mifrfd R3[T fff% ||^|i 


n^rr 



l 


^fe^l^IS^I^'T^riSS^IRT ?sfa>R:, ft*RT ^SgJftT*: t 

gpwif^d ^^ T =a ^^Tss^^R^a s 3^'T s ^ ,f n^Pr i ^ #*\ 

” (5 i m ?) 1 

s w f l cr fg —fsraqtwr 1 4 ‘aWTgTmT*aaraa$ ’ ’ ( 5 . 

<sr -sr. ivii) 3g?e«rrsfa srrctgal ^rrf^JTf 15 «rg§f%i 

^^rratWT^nwra a^^sf^srg^i#rN^: f^feMiraT^rsu^sr: 
w g*m: 1 m 

3fT^F?h g^ifvR5T«rli^ fasrawft asnftsaprarnil' *FrK*nf?- 


15 cT^g^TTf^EUT *ft%d d'^'dlfddT ^T^fT I 5£Sf>^ 

‘q'qt^^^xfts^sn % fd W^l ^T 

( >f|^v) gflffg g 3^55% I 

aara%raww Mattel twaWtaR sna m aaa*: 1 a*gd*dsi 

5 *f^?RT jft wfofo l fo* TTf 1 ^lafaad^^TfT^RE&Sa SddTft% 
^bt£<k P f a fira f a fra ra fasui ^a%*r ^ srrcfarawR^r 
srwrf^Htd^ fsRfcr. ?d* i sfrrctegwT aa^faaaat fMft 

TTRrfaa^nrwRri^ftT^g > 
aaidfasrawr *fir 1 wNv sam?? 5 ^ 
a^twr* nr*rafd > ^aT odnsaifaar ‘anw’R 
is^it siarqfaj’fafd 1 35ffi^«r a^a- 

a 5 BT ; ?r^tfa'fiT?^ s a<pft?rat spirit aar a aig asawa'i 

^ijTSfa ’Ta^raaT JRaWfd $Rd* 1 







50 


*TT qrg STq*nW^?I% 33 W tq % ST f^RT 

Rt srrsnfcT i ^trajs^sRH i 


«TR-n 



J Iftll ( «r. *r ) 


f^tsfir^i^. i ff^H^Rjscr^r *r? 1w»Tt fsftff§pre5«T 1 f«tffqsr- 
5T«qt :n1WS?cR°JISlJIR^rf3T: I tR^f ?TR% wfa qTfa ST aiTO- 

(5ia)^-. srgro%r^wi: t totos qFraqftwrer frorf *r snq* 
r^yyvflf 1 ?ig 3Errq%gs^t «r% (?rr. =m m. \%v 2-) su» 3?r *5*r 
gi§# qmU sr?q 1 ^TTl^sfq- 

ffT^WRf W €Tf%qTOST {gtJTtt?qr ^ I $W?§ f^qRTHt ^grrgT- 
5 R% 1 sotstt fsrrfq—srorar: srcfterc 1 %rnfr 

^Fqpr^r qf^iRniOTftsprT q%f*fcr fqtqqf 1 (5. . * 1 2 *) sreri 
5% «rr ^tf%iFqq^qFFWTT 1 l 

*Rt srt%: -( w ) «of =^Tf^, ^qrqR 7 %wrl' «q^PinRiR 1 

WR'^qT^qRqTTgHRqRFWHHqrw^q^f^raq 4 ^wiq^sfa gpr*- 
qrcq^qrqift^V: ot<w ?fg 1 ‘sreiTfSRnqftsraw^ sRFsrftq^ *rracft qprfw- 
3!«rcfH*TT^, ^R^THTf^- s«rwnrq gffasriwrq:, m uif^?f%#sg¥TR. 1 q<Fg- 
ftwftpffrwfiprwpft qf^wrf^qf^ra-(5 x b)nfr s^ft’ (q. q. 

h*2 : )i w*i 3 &r i *ri qfercRrqmr^JTTcqsftf^R# n^fir w&, som 

^TRWT- 1 Sfi^TC* *r§ I ^RcT *FB I ff^T?a*TRr-g*q[ I fsPRpft, ^Tf:— 
f^n q irtt# ^ ^reft nftm g*rr 1 qmss Jft^r sfenwasr. ^sqtgq: 11 
1 qar qqreqr^rqsvrr—^ m \—^TsfrrcrfoBr i^ffaEfwT qmHsrsrr 

^fr^ferr ^rfq^ctr fqsRrssn ^rsfirqr^ %% 1 ^f^- 

5hhi(shh m)’FfTir^sfqr f ^fa^ K fi scT T 1 qfq? 

ft^Cl< t hR! 4 di' 4 T sprt’ral' ^raJ^fq^rTqfssg^rfq^lqsT fqq^yrren - 
%#sg^R:, qqqsrarfsRrTsj 1 %Rnssq^t sjjftRTftqr. 1 ‘qftrer foHftqsRwrt 
sq 5 q%’ ( 5. tf. hi 2 : ) • ^nrrfir qlqfr (52a) =qfoi qw i% 5 RF»Rrsq: t 

^rr q^fH^rfq—ifin ^tfwmr^smfk^- 




snsn* grat? irt 

sgsn ff s?<JTjrrrcrer s^raferf fira^ ?ifg' 3^: 1 
?ng t*TT£Rwrra Tsracw h=t *sw sn^^rr 
Rf?f5% sftfor! m ii ^ Tgfc %g hvmi 

(?r. sr.) 

c^mrrf^n«T snJRifftgrf «rr^rn^: fwrsrr- 
marre % ?ngf^sgrf^ 1 

ft 

3^Tt%5lfa sf *Itft SJfft ^ fRT?H- \\W\i (it. f. 5 : vx) 


^RrcmFF&tpr festqfafa gfg^r 1 [irffttf]^^nfa- 

<rr, srtefmwg g^tcJmlsfa sRi^^Tsfirsq^ ^sfr^hftRr ftftro*. 1 
‘m snfiwqT tRgftfcT ftf^OTnjRsnR, ssTfft- 

> ^^flfesrstnq: 5rat3ra%’ ( «. i ^ 3 ) 1 %m ^ jppr *& 

fasRiwrcrsft 1 a^TRft^nfic 1 ^T^rr^^rfsrs ^ra^w 

?T9? sjwftr^fwr^fir sn^^siftetrsHTOSTfft 

^rsftr ggctissggw 

1 ‘ 5 rtf%cT fftsr’fsroRsrcr t^rn 1 reft-fir 3 faprapt- 

ftRgM'rcr *r 37^31 ‘sr fsrc?R ?fa fsRTwftwi^i- 

g^qn, ^3^, fa'tKferret sd*wHftT%ft jrw 

*tr: 1 sraraftsrawit ^t^’ ( 5 . €. ^ 3)1 c^nr?nf%-( 5 ^b)- 

i srfsfSRinfe’sftfg *m^ 4 mfecg'T , re gwjjrft, %* 

f? <K^pjprarf( wwts ^f^rff^fascn^T ftvtfiraqqtf ?Tfr.f?Rrrss^ 4 t 

TF3R% I Sropiq^T ^(^^ffitSTOST^f ^rfa 51 *RT ¥3 ?% 55j33}% | 

RrjT'Ajj f5Fsrc#*rar, fsrer^sfq 1 jRTsrfig gift ^ sfafircrafire 

Cs 

gr^f^cr fissg gsK(g$7:) ^ sg ftq iqforef sfismfa t 

swwsratenRnir w^%t^f^F 5 T-^w *m wr< wnc’ jRTf^nn*^- 

*«rfir. 3 JFaTffeT§ c ^ 1% crra’^TRrfjisrrs 1 struct wr 
' m & 

fR = 5 T^f^Rftf?r *tf 4 5 ET*R ( «BI»t ‘WWR^’ 



frsaawrw 


fT^T^TT 

srr^^i tnfiiTrisjfii *jjj jjfsr ij^srr aF^aawari srreni T^ { 1 

air^ra aira it it latitata rrtsfTcr lft°n 

sfq qq^rfiaT sq^at I 3 FaaiSSe+l ScgTflfT^ W 

sTH^riasfaTssaftfTft araatTar 16 1 aaaj aa s > aTataaa, wa fejfas^rft 

cnaa. apafaaa trq 5Rtm^?TTg^crf?ra# , Ta?rT^t’%Icfll^i^5%T^f€R? 

aarf^tawft? fsrrg'at, aftwfwfararar ^rfa wiaarafr ?^*f-( 53 a ) ftat^aT' 

t^E, ^arriwatftcf^'T^’IlSSf^'Tafa Wia a WfW fSTW Tf? ^cfT’rlWPT 
g?f: arc eft faataar a . i taafa(ft)Rna*Fefaa aafftsjafaa^ asta ?ft 
q«nsa Tft reft aTi g f t n r warsstiiaTfaaaaafa aara*rea faaaft fft fta- 
gwftsfir a? aRirroat i araaaaifa a saraaa aawag^anaaaffe'iaf: i 
”m girasa RTfwfa ftfaa arra*aafaaTa% t^aaTs^taafaara:, fawafara 

ai'awrgara, ^fts^ftarfr^na , w OTifaawftt sa^at’ (a a v* %•) i 
‘fasrewes fsajafa’fw (ar ar) aaaia, wa% t arar ftaaraastswifa as^ar-1 
a%*r faawr taaraiftataar fear faararfaftrftsafs *?rrRa aaaaasR 
aarrfea i 

faraft^ aaa i ren^ fafa^q^ i aw Ufa: fta- sumtwa: i 
3 nsp%r<aTaw ?w: aarfaara i araw irat ‘?faafaarfairaeapaT%a fraas- 
% aai a arirgafta^tsfa fiat faaraarficaara satat I faarawrw*aasat 
faropitf, a?taa%rT( 53b )-a^3 sf HiHTfa, argarasaftarfw- 
agsaafa aTWR sraftet, awigarar: a>atw?aafaafsa#aTaa.» saftarftar 
gaTafearssaa 1 aft 5 a? aasa f r^araiftsaUnfafa 1 aw 5 fTwa> aafta«# 
awiiarasaftaTfranafa aaratagaraa«t tat’ 1 (a- a a *s ) ar*r afta^aift- 



saa;? awf tssargawwrra. % fft Wa a araat 1 afa araa. fRa- 
srfTw^tfTfaftarwtfarwraT araaifaftwraafe wta^ra. si$ a ^s=!Rat 

annaar arafa 1 




= 3 §«? 3 grpT 



IT mcT^HKcTTSfe § 3 T f%TTT 3 fT 3 / 33 "F ^wft 
hwrc, <TR 3 TS 5 Tr 3 f 33 f*?fsi ?3 ssft i 

s?«r 



♦ rv 


TJTC- 


T33FfI33T3T3 #^lf?cT ^Tcf^?T f#f%T TOrffafa ll^ll 




^cfn^U?! 3 ? 3 T STHR 3533 T 335 


35 *tro %ri (% %. v ) 


313 - wu i sre 3>%33# 33«*r$3Tf3^33r i WJ *rraf*<?r?r 35$#?Tf*% 
iTT^^rs^i^jfi # 33 ^ 33 # sn3*33f33T3, s?#g fcras 3^?3f33T3 , 
^33313 , 33rf#TF*i f^l^RTfirf^RTtRi^: i #3- 

*ig3r=?rsi33 3rta>«nf33T% 3353313 3T3rf33iT3r 3R3hT33fg53r 33rara3r 
Jifaqrc 353 # 3r3 *3 i 33 WffF?JR^r5WfW^i^^s«rqTm^sr 

s ' o ■o 

*%'*RHTfa 5133#, 33 353331 *33lf3f3 %3 ? 3^—331 3T33R1 17 ?r£*T%- 
3TJJ33T 3f*3rfRF 33T 3T *3f33«# #33 % ! 3T3*3I3nc33T ffi*Rt3 331- 
S3F7tf3 133%3T35%3R3f*3f.^T3%sl3T3: : ^33 S35§ . *3513^33331 f3*f3- 

?T3r3?3T'(54a) c335?3r3; I 3*3^3 =3F?fr3*ra*' *f335r3T 18 5TfcT3 (?. fl VI**- 
vu. ?:)3% 3 3FR335c339I 31T3. 33T 3 %S C 33 3%33- 

*5 

5T3333C., 333 ^33K333T3t 313 (33T3T3T3)-f3^3T3r3333>F53T3ig?%3: 33333 
?3IT%3533%33 I 3T3 35t3S3Tf33I3T *153# 3£Tf3333 33l3Tf3ti% *t3 l 

f3<3g3T 3|% I “?I3r3?3T333#3 33Tf33T3:, 

17 3*33T^F?TT#3rS3' S3R3.*, ^3 38*13% 3% 3R35*3#3 f*#3F I 

3#3?n# 3F333T#t 33T 33^*3p@S3F3TS3Tf3 33333#3f*3F3- 
3T^T3* 33%3 3FT3 I 3T333* 3.333H33S1^1f33# I %3T- 
sf%53333f3 *3F3T 3fft^ *T3*Tf3#3Tf33 *3T3%#3 S33#T3. I 
33331% 3 3€^WF 3*'<KRf33f33[3T 53T3# 3#35*3%g>i3T 3 1 

18 FR3J ^SRPPflT# 863% 3 3^3f3”^F3?33333353- 

###3; I ## 353% %f3 ?R3?33T|f3 1%W 3#33T3^^3 I 






§j5T: %pn ^ 3g$«rr 

ssrr ^srflr *rcwft srrspfrT fqttrercc i 
*ftm£ res <rra rere% ?r ft ^t jresri ^srt^s 

f^%^^^kTFl?l^cRI 55 f% ||»o|| (f ?f T .) 

sftgTflfTwrrif gpgscrra gr g gfe 
wt^jt srres: 

^Tsfcrertt: ^arei^jp^'raw 

7^5r^5fTf|[?ifg ^f5R* retegsqV ST?TT^r rn\n 

( wfS? ^r. <jiv» ) 


i , ; 3 ^i^irgg^qR^¥rr^., fpr f^ gfftfrerre 

h , srfefrTsr f 

•*3 

^* 3 rMkr:, ^T^q#*w<ftawr: i <?t tiz- 

Wtsfit® 3 ? 33 ?^’’ (5. *f. ) ^T^jiWgT srpjt, ^«JT sfft | 

sr^fwwifw^ ’ftre# cfa: 1 wm *rer<ren*%$ifcn- 

*53^11 asr ^n#cT^r *rrewte?a 19 fitfa areaiat g5at?:3pn??;fa, 'afirem 
*iTc^n9f 1 §prT |fa 1 ifirareaacta saqrtsrt ^trerfa^rare, 

fa^Rr, STf ^ ( 54 b) Jjfg^gw* a%nFfr*- 

^ fc^?JiinW‘ ^ssggjrrf: 'PnftwTf!, a?r srrere»ifa*nwM stsigf^ f q- 

IsfflN., srTJRa^TO'Tf^TJRr ^TOT>%R!fJTg¥ng:, a^l1%HT >£%- 

^ifiRTfw: 1 xtfim f^ref*re?%.’ (5. *r. ^) 1 m 
'BT^tggt TOifwat I sjftsrf* '‘m srem* wif^nw: 

19 srcrat %sresi ?nr (un ) ^srwW- 

sam “a«TT snre*aind fai|fWl%1% 1 ^tjit*pt 

<£*$ gfa^atefa: 1 srnTftr ^5% ^51% ‘mi *mn^ 
*rre$’fwi st * vft a^%^«ns^T«nggts^Rjj%ftr 
1 *nar wr. ^j?rr:’ aiaiT ^ 

ftfaWHU ^ 1 



«a. 




srswnw **tot- 



3 T»»T | 


3TT& STSRfzcT^CTSl; ff cPCf*. WvCfT- 

^T^SH3* ^IJSTTcTUT'? ^T5Ro^5Tqm II# <11 


( nr. m. ) 

Tir?T J?f WcTRcITt:: ^ SETffrT^rTSfvRtg ¥T% I 
gr t#rR srwnr^: ^TS«n^f^cR nn wh it«^n 

Os. 


fsjFmfM 3iT3i«Rfnnrc , , 

3ftgTWT?ferr?rr^n$5T^:nr> nnn^^Tfa^sgnTsrr. grrfwre snfir- 
nrfw ^fMTnnnr^r- i nmn^nTfnsn^mn” ( s- n. i ) 

?r*r sff^# nfmsrrfatngt ig'nTFrfnnr^t i i 

^fWr, W*i\ srfRT srentn, 3TT%W ^tjj*t nrn^Hq;, 
5gn3>snfe5t(2) nsnrfsr, ^ 3 ^ i ‘‘srsr ig c nT nrifawn: i nr n 

53 c nnRTfn0RT i nscnr fs 53 ^! fnf^rreifsn nf?nr- ntnf'fi i 

n n ^nnRtsf[Tftf4st(5 5a)sPr fre^n^nr^r f^nRr%w^T^^ I 
mr jfr# nrnr^n srcrcrnR sn^RnT^tssrefosm, 5g?,gf^ f?pr 
^rTf^nrrer^FTcrg^'H^Trw:, n^Tfwm^rgnrfT:, ?r«r-( 5 ^) fk%m- 
fnrsta^n , sjjfanrfwn ^rfnnt^rfnsi^nt 1 gfnntr sfarosrcn sra>ren%” 

( 5. n- r* s-) 1 sr«r <ftctn# nuifn^nt ftnrn^TfnnTntsgn 1 f%?r- 
fn^rrf^ » n%fn ^rnmn*. 1 “srn fcnra- ^Tfanrw: 1 n n tnsmnrcT- 
fnsrn: 1 fawTnws*T 5 r w ^ srfnsntnrntsfq' nwfn 1 rpf ^nreftsfqr 4 t?am 1 

A 

sr?riTn n4m# ( srir nrrnnT^t) nt'RtfK- pn ^rr^T^n., fnf^ren- 
nfhmffmn:, sjf^gnrn-, p nnnf^itifwns^dnri'T^ntsf'T mw 
pnr^Fcf. snfamfpjf i^^i^wi^rggn^r stfMt” (5. n. ) 
nf^^nm-sn^nsnsrarnri i fa nrnTfvrret ^HsiRwWn nnra’fni 5 £wt- 

3 

sfa n 1 nn; n pn—(nT. ot. *1 s.) ^fanrnranfmr ntanrsn- 

sgmfiR-. 1 siptrnT fanfare $nfadn«fa ft- u ffa > sfafaw 





* 

q^rr a^TPivTnrrnTC— 

trai^ess # 5 R 8 J W cr«TT I 

^jaysrr feww ft wkraTaT: srertf&nr: uV>ii 

*qiqj 

S?mR 1 K< 3 Tt — 

c* 

f^^Tf^gfTssw^^s^rr^snn: i 

STT 5 JW t«I 3 J kn Ifttll 


ga at Rra?gftfa fM i q«rnPT wfanraiarf—^fa^nft i ( 55b ) 

aft aaaaar sarfacarftcp>ta 1 ga aratatfttfrnfarsrdftaaart its*: 1 

Sgnranftana ftw g^sjf 1 aftf%g g-^^n aahr SRta: 1 

a>rafa*% na^ataTgnwfn^siTf: 1 atearimftaftar fMaafftasj 
tlF^ ¥pm 1 ^Ta^vnaiftfa n^Takr ntan s|jyarr 1 aarakn artenTar- 
skrasaraaanaT ftrasa ftaa;rat TN?a:i n##6Tgnafa:5fa<?Rr wt? 
^aifnfa 1 ara safwfanraia: amfa—ia% ?snft 1 m afaraTa^saT- 
ssftfn ^Tamam fnif^: 1 sia fa?an-*anft-twn^at safnanfaait ft aint- 
^raaaaakatsgniar- 1 afT?—( an. an. '*|V's ) snsarsfgjgkaa ga. ga. 
^nsftagaifter. 1 atata *aiaaat nafa faaan g^n II fftn fnaaawts^arn- 
aniftarfam ft aianTT aarrfa: i arear aaaaa.raTga;arT?T3;atsgaTaT: 1 aai?— 
aaaaa ansfntnT a*a*Baatn *pta 1 aft#: ^w^nManfaaTka n^a^Ta: 11 
•sranTtarirTar aanrftn n (m an. «ivs.-*») ff?r 1 na«ra- 

naklaaaTsscnftarftnr agsr ( ssr Jftsr^naarg&fT ( 56a) snfT 1 ar & 

^ai 9 j^ta^^:i«iwraaaa 4 aHfaaftaiaTaatsgnTaT* 1 nfftiaaan^*?. a^- 
i^R^ftariftairang^aa^aTnfi^ cafl^ TT 1 
^atsganns 1 aftaNTaTfaf^nsnt^aaanwkt ^ 1 sia aarata- 
nftRaftar^ferfkraTaatsgsfnaT. 1 srasr aaajn^afafgtgin. faar 1 m a 

■r 

fnwTaaaaaaaaraadaaift wi aaif—(ar. arr. v»i^a) annara 
[ arfafn ] sfaftr nrnftr a n«anaff% 1 gaaaaaiftaTar art df^anara: 11 
sank 1 am«an?RawiTaT*iTftaT an akkaf- &?. sm: 1 sna ataTfrwnanr^- 




=^ 3 $ 3 fsmr 


cr \5 

sgvrm. i wftftrftGrc i ?ra sprrssftrrr^sg^rrerr. i 

(jit *rr. ^I'-n) srrsrcq %gg?«r rptrst wifa i sttsr^t- 
^RSSTHTJJ^RJRin^ II |ftr I frf^^^I^TW^frsr^irJT #5Rft |hP^ i 

sra twqfoftrfrercRj^: i ^fesqRiiTCTftsrftfTT qp$TCftg*Rtgfi^Trr i 
sraft^raft ^ft^mq^f^rgsrrfesrr) f^Rrcsn^sitsgmsrT i o?rrt- 

•“I 

i%f%rTrtT ?itf: i srsrtsrrasw ( 56b )- 
q^juqT^brrqq 1 s^irrcftRarssftsiT sVEftftft 1 m mrgsrft- 
sUsRTSTT^: l sfR^Umftftr. *Faft »Tfn 5 jft*ftg^ ftn l m WTR- 

tfaisrr^r 1 w? 1 —( ^t ?n: vst=r*- K e )—ftiR^ffct-iR- 

? 5 POTf^Krg 5 «rr sft *r%-1 gwteftgTqr^ *ftm 3 *?qr 5 Rf^^n 11 snjrHigqr- 

*fft’ ^[W^IT^TOI’R^Rfg I SET# ft * J?ft# 3R9T ft ?TT 3 u fft 

^rg^'TH'roft^rft^ sn^asifaftt wter 1 ^rrft^i^g^gftfsRR- 

1 mss^ntqrftfttf^wftcg ^rq^rr 1 m 

*T 3 ^T^WR?f: I ^^^TftsrftclftTmTqt ff: I 3 T^Tf. 
( =tt. =?tt ) smft grssii^ ^t ^s«r faq^m% gift 1 feprtftftsrerT^ 
If. ysrNitJ jrjrl 11 ^ Rq#r^r^: 1 

£ S3 

sn%»n 1 

f^^Tftqkrft. 1 w g^^mg^t^ftw^rtsgvrRT. 1 qr^sf- 
gqs^f^^^fRfgfsrcqftcrqiTTrTfq 1 ^Rk"?rft^^3[ «n j^r( ?r )- 

1 sfftfl wf^ftsfmsfr-^va) sftniqq 1 fsrd^Wift 

A 

ftwn^qrqq: 1 33*Rifirera¥<t 3 *?HTsqw 4 ^^*nRftqrKq ?ft 1 

IgTftg ^^&R qPRTftfas ^t^T^Jri^Tfff^rTT I 

ft%?r(?)*graif«R : qw^ c r ; i:q?r?wr^. 1 *ftt »r#s 1 

I 3rn^r$Nnfrft*T ?r?g$t>rt fiFTr?! 1 

srw ft ^wt^rafT^TTT^fr^T^^r^- 1 **$wt( hr- 

—! 

ftTRiiR^g^gf ^ 1 ?t#E^T?fR^Ts^rgfm'R%ft 5 nTRq 1 ft^wrss^- 

f^[T 1 m ^wfRsnf^fttfisrciqq. 1 





aa 


sfrgT «sr75?5IT STT%jfr SFgrlT clSTT I 
*T^f f%rr^ r^ti<7WK »s? sr nVUi 


jpwftg sr wWw 

srrashr f^raa-r reiRT s^rrasrif^n i 
3raT%'5T^ft ^TWT: SremTcTTSg SF|T*THS lft«ll 


t^rei^q w r v lf sqTfafqfqqk - -I ^ *j?raa>»T#?^T^^RT^! i ft^T- 
^afJri^rorrTOPwr usm i m *?ra>^TRT%r i R<rr?-( RT. w. 
fjr^ra (3) fares: i RwfarR?wfr ir‘ ^srrfa% a? 

it ( 57b ) fadw: ( fir^ta;) 1 m 

siwTTsfw^fl^n ^^-1 3jfsr%TT'TirRi^r*Trq^?ftjTrl: i %m *%%*:q3R!r- 

t» 

cr^rar^TT^T: I ^iTOr^^^f^rrlf^ , Tt | Tqfr^f|c«wj[ I m 

m #ffsrc.w 1 wr^f^iWfaann' 

rrf?r: 1 ?r?r s$sf?pnjtor: 1 fercufMfsrarsftfnaf?: RfRRraTfeSRt 
3?rcf«r: 1 ^ranrH^^TT^ Rarrewgansn 1 saiq^sfa^STOtarf^far: 
RftrcraRsrfqrslacsi^re 1 Rn 1 1 5*m Zi 


20 3 iiT«f^s«r% TT 5 t q ?r 5 Rrfnf?r qfwfa, fjresRgsi q>$Wi sqinr- 

qtfsnpqir f-RT^Rfia: 1 qtt^TgfcaipreqreT^ 

'srefapra'Rtfrat. g?r' sr4sr gsrta’ 1 ris&s% 

crw i ^^rrg ffaqflrf^ri sNi igs g g fa T: tfst sfca- 

y-lsf+w firvTT ( qqTSR fsqra^qf R ) a^TT TOIOT » 

21 m Rw s qfwfwrsrer fqs^ ^ra?ar Rprfasra; «r; 

ftracra'cr^h’ mRsq^TSTT^q q#sr Rfqp* i far 

q^r fa^ft ‘qsrri ftqr qrg ^sri qr gqi w g®rf *Rfc%qr’ ?fq 
f^qq>fqq%fqq§qafRq: 1 sqrtgwrrq^qrqNt sqfgfacij sqpapqrq- 
3RfR RWfRfcr qi ^faTRSsrerwfa: 1 |5=R^n% RfIRt^ft5TR$ 

' qs^rr^ gftgs^Rjiar mstsM faq: i si^q q qifqit qlRqq- 

®qf»TRTfa[f JflSWT^ RT5J I 





=sr3*j3iTr 15 * 

sr«iwfqT%«Jc%s , :3'?T^T5i ssrfSrarf^sfq 
^nwcni^RTftT^ i %sr 


iafaraq i ifrrg^fr^ are??* ?rf? i <s$%R3 ; ils r 3Rft ^ 

sRsppr i ^ppfcr tret-tt crsr %r (Rwfir- ? ) » (*s fir* 
^sra^rrfiififir %fint, ^sarwiR sfa Ricw( 4 )fa(fa) 3 FCR!; ( 2 ) i rrt ^nnw^ 
w^st «Ew*t qmsr lew aftfirwramfn i ^ ^ 

Pra^St sirrt h fodw i ^f«n m grr^^'Tf^RiT^ ^ts% ^?raa?rri# 

I RSJRW ( 58a) t^^f^fir?%fa*r«pr *RRaRrcR%?raT 

3>f%*rT aft^a^r 1 (^. sn. 1 

l^s. 2 , srfir. arc- 'iir. ^vjg*; VR. 2 ) *2ST^ *TT$ swsnsjsrrcf 
firtnrwfir^afir^a'fi?!. *3 1 a^rer ^ward 22 *t^t-(*t. at. a. 11^) 

*R?gstT 5 ^m 1 i 

’ilf it” (a- ? ; ) 

mferan^rr f^ rfi f# a* tata^rrer* 1 ^ a^afaatfRRn?* t a^?- 

aaat faars?sr 4 (faarct T%Rab) i aia ^asraTfsrcts’afaa^TKat ataa. Rfast* 1 
3gr*T9I 5 ^aaRo^arficaa^asPi 1 ^^^'^'TTRiarat zz&r -1 

^rg ^3 c ht fawni'c^raM 3 0 sbp ) sRRaarssKi&f iarfirai' 

531WOTRT3. WragiaT fRf *?T3T«JT%* 


(^\%%\) 5 ^ aftaaiara., faa^wi a ‘asjaa'pft f^rerar a *fc: 

, *qr regrcre £ , $fii #** ( sit. an. !«»*!» ) faaaTfsamiatai 

^ns^tsg’T^fWTT^ ^aifirasisirs^J^Wf^aiSSRiTfi^rfWSI^ 

%ST. J^TTr^T: ( a. SR. sa* ), R3 a(^)at SRafaaat W RT?3f 

srrsr *a mmwm safsreTft%<ftfir 5afaarficar*-(5 8b ) 

aiwi^sfa <$faaana. awFsrafinrii^H ^nfiRR^RTf rriot^c^ i ^a 

^snaft 1 sn^T5n33t(sr)-'wiRt^sc^l#rq^ 1 ftraaiar 


22 


STTfT' s Rl$ 



I 


aiaT^laaaCf^l ^T«RT5F!nRsri^%S9T SR3^^Wl4 ^Wl% • 



$TSRSR5RT: 


$» 

*2^fTSJ*gTRRT#. t£$t f?F**RWf R gR^FR fRRR 

SSfgfiF 3 W*it fen- I gfcf gtRSTRSRt fRRR: WTRt I CRT ( Rxt ) ‘ a ffeg- 
tfeWR trRRR gRRR, 'RWIRRl RgSRRfg^RSR# tgtfftRRWl^R 

*n^T#iTci-, rrrtrcIs^r^ qg’ ( «r wi. ^'s 5:) i gRfRRs? iRRRt 
r^trsrr *rfgtfg {sr ftr] agfagrR. i g3TfR3RRT%T g$gR^fR:RK?R 
RWR^ WRTgg^RRRTgsRRfWTR., RRtRRFjitaRfRRTR:, stggRRFRRlT^- 

RitenRRtsgvrTRr, ifgqfg^fgi^R^g^t sgfirgTfwi t q^fg^ngig^rig- 
sgfiRTf^fir. ^T?g^ifiT5g%4f 1 fRtfOTRTR ; Rg5Rti^ggnRTRi rirrirt 
^TRRtq[ <R ]%R I RRT§*—R1 RiTHgRt’ #% qm f^saf ?}fg; §^q; i 

RTfg: Rtesif R> 3 Tg 11 ( rst. ?flr) 1 23 r r 

Rcftgtsnjjf g#*R r *rggtfg WcRmRcnfafg rter^, rr g^sfR 

*rrt(wt rt-) ^s^mRRtar ?fg ^-(593) gfR w& r rftr: 1 g*nf| 
wt: gf RTfRTf RJraRTRfRgRr $%girircTWRr rr %r:, ntw r(r) wl(gt)T 
ssnf^i g*rrR gfo (rt:3jtt. iim, <n<>) ‘<jsRfcr ^wr: gt% 

23 jNsTf^T fgg^qifSwrrgcRTt g^siffm 1 w«nfg*nw’ m^rwt- 
fRtRTT sngs^gRiT ^fcTjpTCRSRRT q?g^ 1 % 5 F^RjrwR*- 

RRh*R i^F^fgRisft fRRRSR pR^grgRfrRSRi: g*FR 

gmfsg i %f%g g*iR 5 R RfRRfcr 1 RwrjTRPjr gfR?% RiRtR- 
gRgRTp%RnfgRR*R =r sRfRRrcgiR^tR fa^ng. srfrrr&tr- 
W ftf^hr fR^Rrg 1 gw?SR^rgsfgq^sfR re^Ir 

rrN^r g?RfTgfR¥TTR^R fal^f g^rcaragR ammqT W ^ R sreft- 
^RgtsfR RcftR^ 1 #R^sf 5 TRR*nwrg ^ggRrfRRTRR^r gRta^RifRg: 1 
ggggftgi-^ftrafTW^ rt %4 ^Rrffir *s»nrTR*i*rT fRRRgsnfRgrRR^- 
ggwgr gfJTR'RRRfsglt grRWRr#rg^RTR 3 ftf^t f%^r?g rttcrt 
^ srifRgT 1 sifrigsr grarsR gfwrctsfR gTRTRiTSR^RWRTsyRfRfR 
‘RtTgfRRT sn^gt *gt gRRcTRT fRRfg-g’ ^r?rr^rtr!w^ « 
'RrarfRggpuf^’ ‘g^fRTffR^R’ ‘r ^rrg rrr' f?n%Rf *n*g- 
giftsRt R#fg%^: g rr gsfgRR^RtR. \ 



w§4 3§rre* 


ai 


err grS: wt gr arr 

«ofr wt arc aragfar rcqr an mfg arr i 
<jft arr *#ft an rm grows?* gTT?g ftamn: 
gqgTgsg rag rag rawra sraroa? hbbh 

(ggqgftwag) 


gifqr ftgrfggr.’, ‘g# g&ngmr w?. ^rcfttftffTg;’ • ‘gggr?: ssjqTfgqT’ 
‘ftjflgrcr gqft&’snft i fgfggg'gT^qfgTst^sagi^gflk ^f% %r, igcgigi 
m ^fgqTf^mrafgcfrg, qaNrftgft jjww gq gswT fga%qTg i g*nrft w 
gtgcjggRf ftgsgal gw sftgagr gq i g*rr ‘wrar gium' ^fg angfagg* qgtad t 
arrarferfagg ggg gg. gwgfrgg’ (q §. vivs} %) ?fg i qftag 
ga55^w:gg^wp?rT^rftcgrwrwgRggc^ sqgmiqTqgnfggg gar« g*ro 
gwqaft qgWtgrffn;:, gafa $?ftq am qjgfgfg g qanqft -1 ww gq: q;gHfg* 
gag^g qsgsg^gfgfg jgrqtftftgqmNrcqnq. qgqq>Kar?fmftq?q g *nsg*> *»***- 
g<pg qqreft qfa g reats* qTgFgmgqrfqft *ng: i qg qrffgan* ‘w wra- 
g?% ^iFg^snfg’ (^ 3-) i gw^ ‘gggk'qrqqft' g#qfa' gww g i qg qftfafg 
snw wht flrftgfo ft u’ («f. sn. gt a^g.) (59b) qft gftaw tft^ggfggggi 
gfggrsft agftrag 1 wsnfa gw gigg^gftgt: gqknprffRTft^ft^ acftg^ 

m wwtaft qrrscrateqqq^g* 1 wror^WTftwn ig^awpsiggro- 
ftfg^srrftgigagg ggggffWKlf i^gfgggggaBtsfe qnagt wig w sfar ®gg- 
ftrwg 1 asgw aftgq^ic^q ^[w] gwi^ftsfang g^q^vg. agrgggi 1 a^iarra* 
wragg gisngqg 1 ggrft gwnpanpiT grpgiwgareg wgft : ggwi^H w gqftw 1 ^ 
g grgTftgsgarfR^ grpgsfgg^g.ggmftggTmft^qi» g?m ‘g ft 
ggigggg qftw gggjft g 1 gnwsr qro wn sjq ggramg. 11 ( g?f* 
<5 ^p;: <) t3-av) ??jiftfg: q#§: q#gufgft§JTqT gwarr^r fg«irirra?gftfg 
sgsrggr gifrowiraifem‘ s?^%?nftt *#<* wt^W » 

“ftgm qjgrf’-C’T! ^^(g) *kt 1 

gft? “raw %w ra%ft qwT^qgramgftgrg:, 



aasaaaaar 





safaarrtf hvmi 


«rras sffe;— 


am%n ^g r%a%q^TT^mT i wFmfwm g s^rst sjirc: t 


'3^11^11^— 

a /v rsr . ri. v ___ ___ -Cs. iv , rj f ^. ir ._.. rM r - rr v 

^J3^FrT^Ri«ra?n5i a *? airngai^ < 

sr^n^R^f $ a thr% ii^Hii 

( 33^* # ) 

^Tfirra g¥RJ &h g*n t 

srefcarsii sra#r3?na s?Rf% sET^fi^sfq aWarR; ItS^il 

(ftrg a v\% ) 

HRTf«r^I?TIT^JT I 3 T%rTS?rmgT^ 3 J 5 CTT— 


aaffsncsara:, araaiw fa^ar ®afiraTfiaTa. qa 23Trqats-(6oa)raTf% r a.% t 
qaiaa aruatwsrsRRaJ* t ?raa faaTaifqa>aaT [ ar ] 
qnf: f^foqRaqiar^aqjqa |fa afqjfcaraaaq” i ( 5. a. \\) 

qaaaaRaaa? *awr faaffaigaT aaras? aapjaia; aTaia'tq. q^afa qfa- 

f*fa i ^arfqfaaaaaT *rfi*pTT%qsa tfaaiasa qaTfacaTflTarfti&a# safaaTft- 
?aa, sr# faaiaif^tfasa^ara^sfa 3 REaq; i tfaaiq^asraqr^a sans^aq, 
‘fa$ aria faafa faw<m<§’'( )fa3n^ gg^rssatorafa ara<ata- 

arwnq i a ff fa^Tssfarer ufot atoasrar aa%, aaanarafagraTarereaT 
33araraTa:i 3Tf-5r^t tf ^ 3 ^ 5 ? wan qa‘ saftarct faaqTf^cfa 
faaiaifqfir^fasaiRtsg^qasf^fal *rra: sfte^fa *i!=raaf%a sFsr«riq*nfa* 
safaaraff^w^gfo. i 5 ara<& i m aff 

wrccafiMa an? arn%fa i aa taafaaar *faaar asn%fa i arrafsr 
aiaqsa# faafa&a. i saa^aa, i set aaafgafaqft 

5[fawfwaT ^f§>q;qcaT\*na qa i gfafaaar aar fqsrafaaiTfq (6ob) 
aarfaraq, i anftfwt aa q^fa’ qaaa^fa^aa^T^rs^al'ST^aTaaca sraraafa i 
‘atatsafei^aaaTfH^aTaaffagfgirEa’fa fa*?, i m aTga s K^r *fa*. aa'faaraT 
qra* i gafaaar aat—q#ff aqa *ga?qa qqfcnq fearfa qafa faq’ a af^# 



^ 3§rra. 


£3 

3 rr% mqrrT 

tit m Trm%fii ^ nan u^n g*: 1 

aft anq^ «tf 3 cwt ^rT^cr^TT^arr^TTTO mf 

Tara^rra^ 5 i%* fftfftqr farafafafcn n*sii 
saw fftfft srsj^rr 1 

qfwraT swWftr^snqtfe 1 

^totot THwraT TrramraTsr 1 Tsrrarrot w— 

^pr: t ^TOTflr gprofo f^RT «T «l TTT% 
ra%ft wa snon^ Ttnmra5% *i qrreft | 
apsaft qft ^rra: srragra wrairci q*rr- 
TRisft: q^m JT^mfr ■Msrr^n^r <3 ^ h«<;ii 
an cRTT: ‘Tg?i’ isnsigaici w^nqi ^qi^H 

ssnftfti 1 


1 wrta qT ?fq fqqTfircrggrcrfir q^ssrei qwgsq^q ^11 ( jt. qt. q. 
H*.* ) ffg qTqqqqw Tf%: l 

sqf^Riftqqr swq^s^q^Mfqwqt qqr—snft 1 

soft qfa?TTfq fq^qn^Rf srr% ?f% qm^ q qsfoqq 1 sr araft 
tfq^sniwtq qraq^Rt^fqllq fqaqwr afqqratRr wqPrsqq^R 

gq gqrfqr fqfqfqqfqqqqafq iFqnt^i apraT ^T&sjjScjrJT 

aswiqqt: quaref^fq 3 qiq<& 5% 1 qn«r?Rqq(q)fqqqafrqTs^fq?iJT. 1 

qsfftqnfq— sra ' *qf sqTTid'nqTq^^fqqqc^s'^iqdqiqf ii^gf^riw- 
fafq %f%fTf: I qqqrcg, qisqrmtTrqTqqm I 

qfq c^q^Efqqaf 9TT?C cT^T q$^q qi 4 tT 3 for jqfg; I af ’i’l 3 ^ ^IT%w(6ia)fq 

wnqff %fq sqffqqqrrq qsispateaqtfqs 1 Tm “^r” f^iqt sna^q 
%wi mft st^ q^rt ‘ftqT q q mV afasm^q, qqfqqtenm^q 
qqrfq g fqg q nq.1 ^q?g aiqgqpjtr ^fqqiclq ferq qq qf%q %q^q 
qiqiq qfsqmtqr^rq qgvR gmi 1 gqgqTqrqrq #q®qftq: aqtqq *fq 
wivnq#qTfTqjftq p*ft” (s *f.s*) 1 ft *w^ 






flwrarra* qsrr— 

g rc arereu gft srr i 

cR^fqs SK^rfir WRI *bft’ ctg^praasrf?^ ^ 

f^rrvgrR: ii *%\\ 

$ra fe^s4lf^srai$crr i ^n^s^Tf t?»^ i 
cr^t srsrTTfa^n ^rf^j: ^stsctt g«n \mn 

^_^jw«iw>^i«*Mi iw»''ii"iw w» 1 ^wiwM'» t ii T T TI «'^n™" T1 »i" ll ' ril|, ~ '' ' l l ‘» '' i i» f 1 ^■>rrmw¥iiii iirii niiii i Mi-iiMiii^^iwi——mMmiMiii—■mip—i—-|-~ni—i- it— nmnaimi—TiiiiiinnmiBnrniiriminMWMwiiBiBiiiiiwgiMii^BiiuiwMu^iiu 

gt«jgmagT*?' ir^sRJrdfg t 4'5T ^TT^qjgi ^4 *f?rg#grnmtf fa 
graft gifaraft TOqf^VwRrg; i gg«* gg. (gg^rag. )-5WRgrgrc gra^tra: 
‘sgga$fa^ggi%nrare- (*n. «rr. $i^s) ^gfaqigra: 24 , ^mfat sr# 
§% 3 >rcT ^aragg’, wg<Tgfaw?r grraggft frcrasrsrrg^ng’i 
*fagrag’-( ^T m. %) fafa gfafrg% i gf^igrgis 25 —‘srcpuffsm g*g 

ft w%' ^ fasrs g ^ ?gf’ (gr g. 'j u <\) i rr^snf?—g^tgfggpg- 
%^gT^g«rF^gTg^fgf¥cfgi^q#srqr ^ faragr gr gigwig i g«f ?qr- 


24 gg^^wrgfgdg'WT^^s^rf^'Tfwc^lfTf^^ft gTtffg#- 
Frefags* ggifglugTq^g^^gfgt^gifiig^rgiig^ggtfggT- 
fa^fa sfafafa, ?RT^r %r g’trr 1 TggTgggrgTgg^sfaargfargr *ragi- 

N 

!?far sp^ gfara*g% 1 f^^^^rwTg^ggggTfafa: ^ragfa^gggr 
gfr$ggiTfg^rai>*ft faifmgfafaggTfagg^fraftgT wracrafirarag 
^TTguftl gssrg. afag gflirgi: 1 ^sfg^Rwr^rawggig^c- 
^gmgftgf?rag>T% gfapgraT STgtfn?^ i%ig 1 w#ggr' g^gt 
gfggrfqra'flgggrg, g^ggrgr fggi sggfkfaggr gf&rr sfarfrasg- 

CN 

mw l 

25 gfraf^^rg^gwgiggftg ‘WT^gigr gFggggiir’gTTgifa (^1^) ^ 

r fgtg gii^T^g *gfgtR^g 1 sgsr gran cna^fa 

#g$raraaT fafgr: 1 gsrag <j^fog<gg—gggT#t^figw 
*farsr?fa ggfggr* 1 ggsmrRfrcr #^rT—# ^gg 
cfa psfggg; 1 gg?'^ *n[fa?t g®rg> ?gfg 11 *2frraagTg- 





^ 3*5 3 IT€- 


f% 3^ ^ PtWf?E q f35reqT5ft ^»?F^ | 

® STfHT g^^iniT^' JFTT 

5ttss%st cr^3wrrr?^n gr crf|^ip^iiv>ii (?r. ^) 

s^r €tasr i 

fan ^g q far»m% 3 «rt 
*reft srrcft ^l^tfq i 

*tt 5 btst[ ?? ] *pnf?ra^Ri i 

JTT'5 i b)^^3j% Wflrg: ^ g?, W fHK*Ffn?J^T ( 3 ?r ) I 

<rer ?r?r s^ST^urma^r qs^r. t 
gaa^sfa xm sr^sfq sjjfiprrft# ^wmn^rr smrre^- 

aterif&sfT ?f?r i ^ (era) snsrrfScrftftr <fw^ 2G am^TOTftg’ 

sqfir^ilxvrw' qw&fa i gaf? ^TWffefjraifi: at ^ ot^V- 

ferF^r«nsfir 'TFrarenaftf;: ^?r f* af^rTteSTrarginat sTTroraif?- 
^a^mf^refcfa i m aar^m# wrcwr wt 

w ‘gpsiT; I 3«*rr sr afi(3g?rfafa—33T aftFjctftrfa %a??n- 

?F5Jr5rfg5tf%'TR*Tr«N[. i ^ts^a^^^r^rr%Tiw. qfa^prT^f-^a- 
^f^rer- jrto ^ i wa wfoiftfa Hr i 

ga. wsrwamg^warefsft *TT^*ra^rwraf% *w «? 3 »- 

%f5r?JTf5[ 1 [tTR^JUT] ^ ^osfqcTT sufaKa i 


pjgTvqg 3T^ Tlf^TI^I- 

ttgwsnfg i 

26 ^ % *n^ srrfaif*?nE[ isf^cr i *fto*sa<ns $33 *?%ji%- 

wtfoM 1 1 





£S 


3n%TT^tsftf^cT5 TaSTcOT^orf %5T^cRI^or 

m 3^ 3a gaffflpr: until 

( m. a-) 


siaidgVRai I 

^qj^T^Jir ?TFrjrr^fKT 5 

m spra: 1 

^^cNK’cwsr *m 3 t g^^S'^rarm^r- 


_ rs 



w 

si 

3 

m 





reft 5 uraa«ia-1 mm i 

(fr. E|t. = 3 . HIH ) 


■ <N - mmJL . TV * 

srerera^remi 


5I5T^irai: « gf fES’ 3%fft STT 

sftaToit srcnrra a. ?pra?rl sarftsfft arrrer ganjj 
fqj gsgq^qWTTT: safer: ^T ^ 5 hTT 

%a: ^iT^iigqfl mi gar g??ftssrc‘ ^T^rra nn^ii 

(fas.*) 

s^r graadi 1 


gwftmfarfft. srcrFRt-q-R qg i sftar flrsrr (62a) [$?r] srrg- 

aifa# ts§ft[ 1 mg*nft#sfq- fft^gfasamftraataTC- (frgfira) ^iteasiasraf^r 
1 q<rr m -1 qsfrpj; 'ststt $$& ^g^rr- 

'Wia&’ftfir (f-? ms.-^ ) 1 3a sftfa—stT^mRgwf^^TWj 
firdfafr asrfa a tr^reiRsftf^ 1 wrfaagp^r narer- 

*m#sca f% afNsfinp. ^ract 1 wt 1 glgrf^n^^- 

1 smufoBaaT «iwsi?ik sajifa. 1 sgf^rK^ft- 
s?a^nl. 1 sna^raj-pfrfla: 1 sn^nwrirfli sm^r- 

H'n^sar p’Tfrfera^gqt. afcw*H+i^Rq; 1 g^rMn^T 

3 fW^T 5 ^RT: ^RrRtjrensre! 3 RT i!r^rr 4 fJT 3 TTfi [—wi 3 > 3 ?f%?c. 

ui^srrs^ ^T«r% ai^raf s®st 3 f sf% snsrfwarTO gKj?^ g^if g ra re fo ? 



sirs: 


«.vs 

*n 3 % ar aaFtftfcr 27 aaT? i 
^ rarafirarf^rr f«rd» araRq^ (62b) giftefli 
^hrroif sRjrm^rf^fr s^rer^^rft^raajpfir *Tfr, sift ^tent^rr 
WW*, f% ST^TS-forTl^T ^ffTfesnfWi^5^JR^raT *TfT. ^%SH 7 <0T 
t?ag, %ct: if?r, ^ g^fenfipn f%*m 1 

27 gaa^^ifFUFTr siT^i gwTf^jrrar saaf^s^gwaf ms^fr 

^t «p*rr#% (\\\* i ) gfocr gpft: ^ f%^f5tn 1 «Rl*r- 

^^r§^HTf?fa<ffferar yrftfs^Fcrcfafspi^t ^ foFw fontf- 

f%f?r % ar*its 4 *iWra. ^wV i 

SUS* nrlcf- ^rjstot ff?J ¥c*JT i ‘sn 3 1 

afag^fq- ssrrfa?^ ?r*nr ^s^rsf ’ ?fg #5R- 

qrgssf ‘^raR’fwif? ^q^RRftafc^jrsRrr *nsr- 

5 pTWf ^r a^rr pasT. srenlfa ^stwsf » ^raisfa j^tr- 

srercr =sk faus^f- psprcr s^wissftrfa. an- 

^kig^Tq^'T 5 ?nKt ftsasra’ gg^Rmr- 

g g a E^rreato Tyref i ^rawra smaT^: ‘sreraaJw’ 

% a*rm^’f%, ftdfaai^: ‘sreraT^’^ *«rft ‘srawpcft’, ^k- 

ai^ ‘^sfa m ‘^f *rrs^jT£?ft’fa arsing i asrsa- 

aa>rengaT5 ^ saran. sasrciaftara: 1 f^fasc. feal^uifprar- 

*rca ^#Ksa ^nSMf*TKi% 1 araHfaTsteTfat f^r«rFcTT 

\ 

g^fasKFaTart 1 ^Va?c^i?rtfigi 5 § 5 iT 5 ^ 3 T^?fT^?rFr^ aiaa; f%qfa 

fa^afaVtefiaffaa 5 T%arasa 's^Tatasftfaw- 
af&afa gwrfa 1 

asnar strata: m $r 1 n^^RsaTwaF* ^... 

aRfM^ ST£'?rar S®JT... g^jT ^RfcaaHFf JTTa^’fe a|%^T- 

snaf fa^afawsac’ aaa afiraT^araaft^sgfaasrc a areiaa fa- 

flatscnfasRPC* #sja3?ft mfwafaalta; srfa ^atei;- 
aT^TWaft^'Hre^a ^fagR$afaa*JT5r ntaggr« 

n 





^ rv _ 

flTOJTcl^pn' ^I^TfcIT ST | 

ga# *%sfq tsff Rr srrgsrF ar ^rr i 

I m^n^rr^: i st%r rnr ig* raringairrgRqg. i 

5I^T^TOT^^Rff%RT *T «KRRt WR: I 

gsriggcR^qimsTtr flrfgsr: i ctw 

3 RfTf tS 3 T cRctg gl^RpnTOTGRt Il^li 
SRTRRJT ^TIR: T5RT t 

gfc? fRW%rqg #gifgr^gTprc>ggf&gt %**& srasrrsfggrcf =q*np&n:- 
R[?ni I ^sr fiWT^iTRStrrMfw^^Td S^g ffa 
®rfg«r wur. i 3?\ f^rraigvrtqt gras. grcrs?grEari%, g^gnsfa f%riifg<% 
Tgg^rgtfg g ^4sN *$qrNg i gf< g ffWSHRref? sgiPlt »Tgg- 
&5T ^w£r f¥ g[sr]g33g «TR?rrfcfRipst i ftgfg^ 

WTgffPT ?<3ig 3TFf ¥TRfRRf^%— g^Ri: ftgfg^qg?TtL *imf#- 
%c^ra:i g^RdgT5W% RffgrqTg ^«r WT%T!W^fiTi?TTf ip% 
*%*ftfg 1 q^T f^^f[|fS^TW^ra 1 %'T^ RfifRFfr fji^fg^Ti^^FT^- 
jrR# *refg cr^T gRTfa 5trwTR g?g% i ^gfsr^gtq^ 63 a )qi^fg 
trertg^fg 1 

qggggww fg^-g fg^Tfgprr?—sTg^nRT^fg 1 

sr^gtsgwgg, ggTg^g?gg^g^rgg;g?dtsg^g ait 

3anr4tsskjR ftgfggg 1 ‘g =g fgfipr: ^i^^ar^T^E^g: 1 gg jgs^g 
?T%f|gtgtsfiTsrT 5 aiT'TT^: i ‘ggrf? s$gtfJT^gr gt fgcfrgtiit (ffcfa ggst) 
q«n %qsRgj:, € qqjfqg* srepgTTgfg^ar trg j ^ 

* fl^RrfiTgTsarrm^CTT gr srr *r%: gr sgsnrsu^g jj^rg, gf fggr 
WipiR(W). gisfggwfl^f sg^ftjw aiggificgt]’ ( g. 
tf. \\ v ) I ggarasf. 1 gt s^Fflcgrrfif fggfaggifggrerfpETgt sr®?rgT$$r4- 
^gT*Rgg’ wgT^ft^TgifHgrg^gTfgggT^gggcrggiRKTggirjq^?# g$- 


5sTTCf. 


r' ^Rgnrsri^ i srriit ?ren— 

^RssR^TsrrcR^rrf q[qq qf*r ^RZn^cFnr^n i 
FF^rqRT: *rr>s5 <rq Tft K<|wr srRT^%3uira sqflsen 

ETcrnr: uH«ti (safas. sr. irv ) 
3?gr qm^raTq^T^fwqqssr jit srerrf#f?fqr srr^cfni^T- 
srT^R^rai^'iJn^ir'T^m^ q^qqfa fe^ratairrsssf rct s*ifT: i 


fi[^qrfqqRrf|w<qq; i qrasra qR^ftaj-sierr l 3qra ^qRReftsqrf 

( sqsf) sqsqqrqTqWTrrqqRqsq^ qTfaqgqiwr^qrftajjraT, srwrnat- 

*rq?rft;ji5i%fg i srcsftlg—-'‘qqrafr^tsfqr qjq^, gq. Tsqqqfrcigsgq- 

SqaTq>ff>iwr?r$q f tT^’ SRqf f%^TT-( 63 b) s^jfcf—3R35CRfai% > ^f^TfRl 

% f%f%# q*§, ^pft^iq I ^T^%fg—SfiRTf tftqjr €feft q: 

qR^TSTStit HfTIfSJTft *Tf^JfWRI^«f?I qff% gprr#gr*?: I 
srarqftrqfa qwrara; q*qr%q ft&qqr, sqqra^q ?q*fqftg ^ 7 # qq%qN 
gq 3 rq»=q fgq^ra>7qT*q^ftqgqT5Tqjfqfg qq; ^ftrpj era (5 q. ) 
^Tqq'RI’iTq I gqrf? «RqT% q^Wf ftg^T STRT^ra en?I TTf SRTf- 
pH^fq ftgt%si qTR5qR: ?*5Rftqqf 5n^J a<q%gt HfTT^Tft qfTJfa- 

^ftfg wn^rot’ 1 %%q Tru Tftrfqgrar =q qR&Ttnte ^^ 5 ( 5 )^ jirrt 
q>fRt qq^qfqsj 1 ^EiqRS 03 ^ gqfqFjft T% STcIT^Tt TPtiMeU 
qrfag:, srRTare5flra?*ra qrefcqftqrqj, qq-Trfg aqifgftra [= 7 ] i sran? 
^^6irg¥ri^ TngqftqT =7 I qjftq’ q%qqT5Te*qftq fteftqts^* 5Icftq%> eM 
qTfqqRqiTR TTf 5 pn?q% I gqtff eFtm -qi^T WOT flS^qpuftg *rt 

Jtc^?i3Tf5TqTOr|R%Ilf5ra'q4qftrq^, ^ P qr =JI S T SWftgt qg. ?I^I?eR’ 
afqgsq^qftq ft gtfg qfirarcfaqi( qis >f ftsrn aqrrqqgtfg q%Tftrqr- 
qrfetqrqtraweftfqftft ft: gq sqsrq ( 64 a) 5 qi 7 Rr^iq%q ? g^qet 1 ^ 
aftq qqjqrt* g^qrfrr^qq, qrqqfqi^rf^q^sf^qsrrq. i qwl^ qq apR* 
ftmaraTfiparfa qr qfiqrqcqrftqr aqftrqqq. 1 s$*t ftq^sqhR 
q aiqqftra, qFgqqRRrf^qqlqqqaftqqq (q§ifqqq?T), qwrftrqqcqr- 
qrqr^qiqrTT'qTftqqftqtqq^qq. > pqft a^gcqpTtqTq, aTarFqifaqftft^R 




DISTORT • 


^ oo 

sqrqTCr^fqqqcqqfq q;qfqf<r \ *& qff qqfqqfqqfaqqr dfo s&wrcl i qr 
qfaqrqc^f%, %q iff s^cftqfasq ^fq'Tgsqfqefqqrsqf T(ts«r sqsraTsqrqTifaqqt 
qrqRrcqiM. qFqqTsqrq^qfr5rqifq?q ^ra; t qqrf-srw srcq^n&ftn 
tjqsq q*rrsfqq%cRT^ ^ qq qqf qqT ‘^UTtS^ft’^TT^ W?qsraTqq- 

^r srfqq%s5$q sqtqqfqfq ctftcr^ sqiq qqkrrqfq s q^q 5 qq?n:#qiqq 
Iftrsqiqi, mi qrq^sfq sqpr sqqrqqfq sqfqqqr srRrnq^, qq?raq- 
tqrqfaiq^q, <Rq qrq?cR^qr3§5cqTq i qgqqqjqqiqcqqqtqqr 5 qsq% qf| 
fq^qsqfq^qqfra 5 ^' qs«f sqirq* ^qrq, =rfc ^qreFq5T#r qfeffq^ i qqq; i 

q?r q?gqrr?r^7?qrqi^(64b)T5t3tt%!Sf5r gi=q qrsq q^q: 

q^cq% i m 5 fqdqT^qfrc^q sratfqsri mm srjqqirccqT^q qfq>qT- 
m^rtfqsqsq q fqf^^g^f^ra^rrtlf^tqjrafrqqr qi^q^qrqqrsqfaqftq 
tpr qrsr-w. i qqqimq^r&qqnriqqr qrfer i ^qqqqrqfj^K? aqiqmq- 

^r^T w^ sfqr wTfPirOTqFqT^qTfra^^MTSfif Rffn i trcf af$ m 

q*§*r<q a#q% qg^fq q%q ^ (^r) <q]sqqT[q] q-q^T^-Tsnqqf^K. ? 
qrqtqqrqi ^qnrt^rr- m gf? q^qra sqirq’ ws 2 m qisqqrpTr 
q^riq^q sglfg^r qfq qiq^Tq^qw qigfrcrerc:' gf? qisqiiyflwqqt- 

<i 

<ckj<C, ftftr^gqq^qq^qq;, 3T;qqTsq«pgj*fcq qf*?Tdq*qT<u 
fq^sruiq sq^-q’ afq qrsqsusferrq&qfqsft qqqsqfg i g q q^rfqqnfippr. i 
tpr qrs^?rfiqr qr^qq^tq q grq*qfqftgqiTq| ? g^frgt qqqkrg€qqrf^qg$qTa 

qqq^rfg , 28 q %qq‘ qRtqrfeg^qn i ^rgq;q nffam ‘srifw ^qrwq: 

\ 

28 sqq^giraFg steTf f^qf ‘^qr^fjqr’ ^fg «r«iT#Bnfi;q;t ‘qrsq- 
qrf^q^^qq^i^ff^f q^q^rr’fqfg #qq3qniqrqjiftq- 
qtqfq t qq tjq sr^qTqTqraqrafqijqt qq. 1 ^qifsrsr qq%q 
qf% ‘wq^f q*qq>TC gqqgfg>ij;% q^g’ |fq gi%qqfqf|qn 1 
sfl'q^qjrqgsq^nfq q§qrf# qfaqsrrqr^ ^qqqr ^^ ^rqgr- 
sqifqsrrq m\$m, \ qw£q qf^fqq^qiq^qijqnqqg^jqqr 
qqqrssfqsfq ^qq'tfqgrnftqfqfg qi^f qqrq%?r. i qtqgqjiqifi^- 

^q 5 qTcnRTfq^r^|qir *?q 1 qgfq sqq'^qfqfftq'^tiqqTiq ^ 5 Rqq 



=33*? sirra: 


j?wfrr?raT5iff%: ara^WTs^femflr wra; n u h\ 
q^i %q^?% fsrctanrTH: i 
srracf: ^rmcT: srreN?|^ e f<l^ \ 
s*tih: ^ff<r. ^T^ft«re*Rrrefa \f\\v 
smTfq- fgrmTVTT^: I 

f^qT^T^^TRJTWrfT%g ! 

- » - ^ ._.. r- -n -. --.- rB-! Cl, 2 ^. J "S \ 

smrera ?m^r?ir ^t^twtst ii^ii ( 335*1 «r) 
<sm ssrfa^s: 1 s?o5fT^^Tfq 1 


^sriRsrT sn»nr%’ («r wr. vw ) fsnftpsrfipwfswirwfti^ 

jj#s*gq*T3t 3 (65 a) £ ^r4?r!P3TTf%H>sqf^?Rir 

( v f w. v \v ) qsrftqsFjf?!^ a^ifsicr .1 ‘^f^sr ^t **e«r’ ssn^rsw- 
5 ^ stiftflraf sfeqretfasrenfiM ^^5Fs#^q3Wr^q?ife* 

^Rqra {T5-^rf|i^r^trg^^fqRi wrftfatsfasire 1 ^ra ^q— F&n 
%?i^ 4 ttf*rqf?Ri fq>%w fs‘ *rt §35 ^rfacTTsfsR 3 i«r qftrar f¥ 3 w i 
fqqqg fewrar sn&rarsrr *rfg3?dh 11 


(* 3 . gjr- f.) srs 



(’• 3 . 515*1 ) 3 g s fp»q, *4t swift qft 3ft^ssn3*3353tsfq ^q^r’fqfg 
5 = 31^3 gRqq^^TOf|pj5R^s r q^cR5?[q^fr 3n^ff!^si3rer3T<i. 1 <?a^- 

w*m <rr 35?i?rf^qfts»nOTs !*#s.’ (3. *M») 1 w ^iwfasirawswF- 
sra^ft sprf^q^fg afct gi§q%q ^rs^fpjf^ gsfiftfo 1 

fepJTsf^ftfa—T^^w-^^^tql^, ra^yjif tf^rr f^rr- 

, 3537 #51139? i JTf^WT'Rt®^ lf?!393> afcPTST 33TTWT SpWI^ 


qf3-lfa9f^33T5» 9 a=q^’ 

jfojfg^rafggiq'l.^fq f f%^ 3 >t°3T3?. 31 9c399i f93'39f3^qn *-9? 

¥JFt5 W^ 5ET tr^rsf: ^jF^OTmfq W^pqmftRR:- 

icf»r%5r q w rS & r re r H^sra^gsjfaRfiifa gwir^ 1 






qrasr j or «3 rsi srcsrcr#* trot trewor^ *rr$ i 
'SrooiSTq^t ^f^ST SOT 3f5 q*HH 3T I|V|| 

( n 5 f. V 4 v 5 nr n. 3 ) 

ora q^FmVn^TJTtsfH cr?Tsres%nr i 

sRioft: Jtnrnq; nnr fpnsfn^rfqgrtSRTgqrrig, fqi-(%b)s3?^sRfnqnqa::, 
ngtn-ntsfa qjfarcfegt. n%nr^ 3T^sRgrqt%Tq5afnSM afgqg. [^-itfsr- 
nntsfq qp nreiwr nunjjff^qw^ |fn fqqta.1 ^q*rf*En qjftfirercfsg- ’afjRT^ 
nnrnni. ap^^RqNcfircR^' qqicfrtg n: n n^rtRRt i g*n wtfa: 
srf|<T: ^Rrmfen ^nmjfnnn^ i fqdnq% cqfagtsfa nfan, qrf^gtsfq 
nffn ff% (^rrfq) ntnnT i nn^rw^sqr^nnf^dn^'^'ri^nH; i wwr- 
gT%fg w^q^qrqHTfqtqTqqqng fnfiraoraq*' FT?r ninmrcnii>sn q i 
q»5JT *rfi»: i afg^fn^sgqrqMranra*# ^ i m f^qRflfaqqqif kht- 
gRnrnqranlsfq a^nnHcq^Tcn^raf t 4T’ (s n. \° s ) q^Rfnw 
qfsrsr fftr l qftns nrer nsidsfe nnra srep^srst i gqgqntsrc’ a^n 
nfq qnfn njn n n^aqjrf^p-nT 29 , srew qranm* i qqnfa $??Rnn 
ggn i R!R<5 a^^ann^qn^mw fnsciqiftnnf^ i nn sra sraw 


29 q’fnw 5®5r ijftq ggtnn§4norat. ncnwfRn ^r^^.^T^rg- 
nrfnfn q& ^rerq;n-( nTfwR?JW% sirens-) nfa $^[<1 m€t- 
Rfq sgim 1 ‘5^: qt ; fq®#q ^qfer’fg qfn^nn^rfqq^is- 
q^srnf nrn; 1 ‘qrfosrarcngr Inqnnfg. gf&gT 1 

npn% qRf%q??nrnt 5 P%nT^nn?r 1 | 5 JjaRq[. 1 m qrcwtsqif rc- 
fanfwri 'n^ q»Tpa^Rm%l n^nfni qRqrfppcf'• fn<sr- 

m ^fqrswffasn^q^q^ 1 sst ff 'qfrsra m %& ^5^*' ^n^- 
^TfW5^^r%g?r‘ qrsqqrfpjqrR q^a^. srtn^n^ntqmn 1 f? g 
nnrawrq^q fprrftg’fafar 1 nmrni%^ ssNaffiraRr nnr fimsyfg- 
wm^raRif q^ini^rfq%sn OTfnfpqrr gqqtm nnr ‘grral’ 


^sfSgTTt. 

^rra j s^it cqqj 
^ g 5 r: ?r ^■Rgefi-Oi^iTsr ii^ii 

stw N'kj sr-ifq frr4' f^r if^r i 

57 «RT^sj^cr: ^fsft ^ ii^ii 

STt^fOTT^T^ f^r^t 3T m | 

^pirorWr gr^T^: | 

qfa^rqr-, ^ngTvfr^ qf^ qqfq qqr fq<&fq 393 1 wi im- 

sqsrqqt %q^rq^q?qqT^q%qqpr: 1 ftsq q§ grsqsrffiqr ^r( 66 a)- 
5 =crc? 2 r nqi fq*q#T*nqq?q^qnftr qnpgT^r i?q^ q*n (q q ggfast: )— 

“$%■ 4\ %WTT^I^RTEj* ^qggq fcqq g S g re gfr gTqTSqisV 

!?qt 1 q^T^rrs^q' qpqq;qrf%f 51^ qgsrrfqfq. iFspq fgqm’ 
gqf*m fws‘ srt$ f?wr 11 f% sqrqqqjqiggp^q graqsqrfq- 

^s^ii^fqr qq? dflqwJsqqqqqftqqr sfteifaql' qqr p^r iral fgqTfqq- 
qqrfq^rstwnq. siq: qrcrgRfr sfq srem ^fqqq i g*nq 

*Stfi>FRI^: S£% ^<qqqiqq%, ^^qT 4 f^rq#T 3 %qifqq?fq: I qirfiq- 
SgR^r qfrq»r q^qr^^^qr qisgqqwqqrigj fg^qqfterq,, srqs-r sf^r 
*£ 5^91 qgg'qfq^qrqJ*,” I i?q*Rgqfq q#n?TqftcfrlJJ 

qj^fr q^qMfnqfq^rr[^%?ft]q gjqsq: f^ ?m 
^qfaftqm^qsqi* 1 stfqfcqTfq 1 qRorrsfforac. l srfq- 
t?ETW^%f%— f q qiq fq^qrafir qfqtq:, ^qf^q^iqTqq. 1 q-qt % 

-*<+ *■■— O H mI* ** *•* ♦w**— '“*• •“ - m#mm T...I r I"*- 

*st% q q*M’ (<iis4 ) ?9Ti^Tqr, ‘qftft^ ft... 

qqqqnr<g’ ( ), sqrfq^Tqr, ‘q^T^Jif^q...^ 3*grqgr’ 1 

*S 

(a.i^Y ) ^qnfqgsiqr ‘qiqqqnt $gn?” () ? 9 nf^Rf q 
nrnrar *jqifq ftqft^q^qrswTiq 1 qq^qf qq*$# \ <* fgrqi- 
qgqqfiT fq«rqift qq^ftqsqqiq# 11 'i %- tjqgqiqlqfq ?fq«J faing- 
fq^ct 1 gR&Tqggj’rcirog§ ‘f qt grwr? qf«m qqgsj’ 5% 1 


^rcn^fsTsft * ?rra5fi^c^T%^!T wars?mTri: i 

^rt srf?r*rorr§Nf wrl ^w^rq faf&n g>f^R^s*T ^fTra ^t 
T^ finJtsqR: %fk r%m; i g^g srrisfonTt sr ra i refa <*teT mws -1 
cT^r g*g snssssRK)' err 5 ^ st% sr^r^ts^r^Tg^ i 

n 5 

^^^^ MWMi " ,pl,,llllwl!,IMW,llllllllll,,,a,l,,ll>lw ^^ 

i ^Tdsg^r^—?^dNfspp?<srT<i; s^ifa ( 66 b) fMfaracft 

gftfenfir i 35C?nwtsfqr ^r%^^sg3[T^sfJTg^sr i 

^5^r%jj5r* f^fjn^feRjj^* f^R ( fsra^r) —«i4- 

I 31 faSTR —ff sqSRSJnqT^sr' 

s^srsratow s ^% htpi ^ ^frr^n.1 gir s^rar^rw^rr 5f«n% 

sqfwtw *r%fg*ri’T ^r srfl^fq- gwr^ ^RJRf%rRb stjt 
sjte>gRr ftsTSR^q; i "ji^^fqfrs grqr^frcfs^T sTFRara$?ra[ irte: i’ 

sf^fT s*rfo^pre^ | f#f%?iT i jStstffp; ^f%c[. ^fasFsrfsRt sr 

^nas^r gRfMsft ?m ^rraTftat giur i 

sqsnBsn^r ifa«RL, ^rrfr s#e ^gqT?R^$£Rswe%f?r IfawR, i q? 

*T5 5R5RT: I ^URSJTfir I 5RBTW^9f 

ST*^t g?u% 5r^r Jfcr i 5 (g g. 315:) ^rh, ^r gn#r 

^RTWl5T4* I W %SR5fir%—3%tf^ cTT^jj_ ^sftq5qrf»I 
*rra. 1 h w w gsrr g«n fsrmr ^ 5 -( 673)^1 
TO^ffTpr srsrfTMTssgteFRFT. §g<r gteiTRRT- 

^?iVi% 1 “srg ^rcptfniftspggqt ^ St^T sx.^n% g^ 

^w^l^harer^nTfcfa ^c^r 1%1%ri% ^ ^^FctsfsptftRt 2 w«r s^^raifrrcRr 
^ir gft sqsR^ifaprer ^qT^TgqfRra^^Tfa fefafg ? 

H ! eq%~^rfflfrrfwin^#f5^r3 :1 sq^Rsj ft ar**sr*fpra; 1 wife 

^r a^§?qr sifcmi%g ff% s^sraf h ^ffafgqTf^gf srifr *rw#r 
<l mr —^ 3 ^R fasrPs*;' fwfawFRraTf 5 ^^^* i g^fijr g=rr*rc- 
t n^ r ftR^ §531135. u (*3. sir. 1 n % is) 

^swmfis 1 ” ( 5 . g. £}) «t % 



qasqsraiqr 




m csurawn, SRfrra SST^KT^fK; 1 

^gqn?vspnri^^TTgfgg»h i i 

gra #q^rr?rcr^cr: qrrefcssTgr ?q 

?m q& ?RTOT: I1V4H (q>fH v iq*) 
sj^TOTS55fT^?JI ^3TT^^#s?ra ffq qreg 1 

«r: i 

^ g fe g g^ Tgq qfoq fafqra; gfe ^TT W5n^[^ll^|« 


gftfaaT, m srens^q^ qjfqfqq&rrfaft jq gfereqfo pra g^ftq rr 

sr I k^sr: j 


q%fa qwrfqcqni qra.qwrlqcq*’ (q. q 3 * z )« sRfcqifq-—qiqr qptfq- 
wfe q fqqf^qfqft SgTpftfq ( <TT %. ) I ‘3RT 

faqgJT^^ q'qrfqqqqT 3 qq^qT%q*q't ^r^ft snfc^r q^qrsfig 
<?q qrra^wrerqraqr qtf?rRqra fofeq. qqqmWrqsrsq’ ‘q 3 3 * 
q^SWfqqs^qVfl* I cT^ qnaft sq%3# qWfJftq:’ ( W. q ^ f: ) | 
^gfasffq—JF^PRIT $ q*qq*pq q gf??t 1 Rjf' 1 [ q Kt WTTgrerrf ^j 

^Ic^N^t^t ^%fir—qqq’fflsi Rqq?r i [^ifi q qr4] 1 53 s qrr 

f? y^d^idc^rsscTf^iq^wtpiT qsqrqqr 1 qr q q $%:, %q ^ffjqj^n— 
wm q^qinqtq^i^q q^fqq^qqtafqqsqqi^ 1 qrfa «fcritfannT 
qtwrm 1 qft t: qa#WTw*rnraqr wm: Rfqqqtsfq- 3 fqpg#r 1 m 

3Wt^f% q^qqqtT3 q»nqqT «OTPncq%f q, sq#$fq qnpqqqflq ^RnqsjT- 

3 SrTOTJT(%)q TOI%, |? ^5fJTTfI^3 S^IST: fqj# SS ?% 



3^5 I 


i m^r: 1 TiTgfq —'%m q ft^rfq 

** q##qa}^f% fq^at: foq^q^W^fqw&q fq^Kn^fr^ fT^q: | q 
=q ^f:qwrsft, sftqNnfqqqq* 1%dqq? q%fir q^rqiq 1 3*qqtfqqr ^ snprr 

(t4?l'i$0»i ), %qT%fT3 qF^fqqiqfqrqT^—*J$sT q^iqfeqisq^ sqjqn^rq- 

t^fq f^qr^q: I 3WT3 qqq*qRqr»iqq^ql'nqqfq^qferq>t .jcjfo^ 

P*’? (q* q- 33 ) • qqra&a fqfira- 







q §4 ssnq 


«| ovs 


sjrt qrtfq f^fq^c^TiWRi «r#rn^i 


^rerronrr; 
f^mawn sramjfls^ 

sr sregqT SfaTORretffwft qTfei 
^dfci Rgfrtfqftfq cr^ i 



^m grHg rf^r ift«n 



_ m 

i=Wg^»TT 


^grifltfgs? %orr <q gwtfwi »iftqm 

^RSferft Rf^T SPRf^f wrasrfwi qfcSRSTT (ivy! 


(m q. (?)^ t»» ) 

qfcfa fejqftwqR jpqqtfq^fq qqq J1 i qf^ qr sqmgqw 
[ ^ra qqt qr sgssrT ] qqrs*qqfqqqqTsfq*rqif|R*qr Jjsn*, q 

tfsgqrqtqrq qRqRfqfq pqqtfqqT I JR ^rifcfqa^qr%S?r i 

^ret^fq i sm srr^ t sqstfRRq ?fq—^q?j%^w*qin?fqr 
qqiqf, q q [ q 1 *rttfqn*q%, fqqq qqqq. t ^miqf q qf|. 

u J Cv 

qsqqfq , q&sr atetiRr ^ q qtfqq ?fq q«n sqqfgq% i %§u gqnfg— 
%$I qgTqqq^f %q qq^: srqsftq gtqT i q*n qR^ifqf%uqrqi ss ^ 


31 «rt ‘^qqiifq fqfsr&q gqjqiRfaq w * pq^rqfeqiqtqrfif^r 
asqqtfq^’fq qrqffosretfqj pqqtfqqiqwrqt qRTgfqwqqffc- 
<!R%3fq g#q fqfqfaqqT srigRRr ^ifRnq i sftqw JjqaR- 
qq^qiq %<ftq sqmqR fqw?q I w4=^qal€f?^3vq- 
qtfqqiq^q qtfqqqqqqT qqqqaqiqissqr^qt ‘sqqfqjqfTf^’fq 
Riqra i qqw qsntqiitq sqrer Rre^qsR^qqR^siq^’fq 
qaqqqi%q?J5q qiqfqq^fqxtfqq?qsqaqiTq% srawsRreq fafaqi- 
^rcqt q^qgsqqqgqTgwqr qq^qq. sq§>R ifqfeqiqn^q- 
#(«* li^fq qi^q q'sralfqtsfq i simrc% ^ qfq qigq'lqqRsqi: 
%qqqgfqq^iqT5qr qgrfq^q i qw^m l^qqfuq^q snqfate- 
leq qgT ^ q fqfqt q>qi i qqjiqf^ staled fqroi ‘tprqq- 
q^T^ ^rsqfqgg^ifq’fiTfq qqqq^iRR^qqR i 



3 >rs 3 jsre>rcr. 


i oe > 

i «*sra e?nft 'tost®* ?jfnj ragsalfcr 

d^ta^€»< ; 1 ** gsTTro inraTra^Hwtsror g era: tost# wrrsg 

_ n rv 

?rn* ri s^rrarrawi; rasj i 

s5> 

insrr^fjoref^^snwi snmres i 

m q ife q ffo i ttw* qteowft^ fgsrsmf u^u 

(*n ^• (?) %• t \*) 

ara^^rar g gn fe fpnfi era re^pra *ra srcg i 

_ TV. » . fi. __i r > i S -r- 1 -- . .r f^ *N_* 

3IT 3 I^cJT I 

^t%? garom^jTwr w<x%. eT srrift ii^sii 

( »IT. fl- (i) I S.x\) 

ar^ra^^iT TRTepnr^^m sra !ra sra^snEraw wrarftcr 
$far 5?ira^: i qtj q^srt^^ijjrraf^q^t ss^s: i 
% <A4, rfiiK^i^Tg ^raran 

TOT ^f^fPJT | 

% qft ff^arrra a T 

3H^T ?rf% ragr »5t fe H55T ^T^roi^trofT f%S? |^C|| 

( 35. TT. 1 h« ) 


s^ntror. ii faw srwpsr i srafc$5?r*n. 

^f^sn wTOt^qrsrar ( 69 a ) ft$«rrorrac. 1 gisif&d nffaTT— to 
’Tmw 5RfNet, eW ^ <raTTOt3?^ TO^f^fcqq^T^ficr 35ITOi%S'5ir I 

fa] sraraW'ifJteV wfc tfpnfaeifa sjispeh 1 »ntf?r—‘*nsrf%sRwsitae> 
^if s*mn;fgi iro1%F?rr w*: <fterwta & i^r^n srerrflsR- 
irraTgift <rts^T swrc:, sKsnfair^r 5 sterfiTf?r 3eren ^3rf%STOen 1 
5TT 53nf3 [—t?T ^unsrfira fSFefr I ^fql eT TpR- 

*itowti% ^}f% «t a %** 1 arsrfTOR^fg—‘srn- 

ssrorspra srsm sqghr 1 TitfsijfiroTfa faT fc ffirf^fa ??r- 

TOh^i^raft’fei TT^sfgftpftraq^fir-f *i^RFi®2mfa>Tf*r) 






ssrre i o s. 

sisr srrcHsgsrr f% f% si §#?cftra srepT 

SSf^ i 

eil W?3?JI HTOTFg JT^f gtC^atoi SfTeTO | 

%m zitqfaf \\\M\ 

(nr. n. s.35) 

3T3 giEgfm^sfq arc«?% srawrici fwwr^srr ffrq % 5fag[ dfcnwrag 

'•V _____ K 

sraoi *1 ^r^Tcf g 1 

3Tt#^ J ^3K3Ttw?iqfl; 31 staotg rri f^rof 1 
*#gpi‘ qeT3Tt €r%oi 50ft m sr^fnsn ii'Sou 

(m n (?) ) 

3T3 tw.mm ssisR ^rq<j qietc^rr^Tg^TtoT «i $qgirT3E- 

/n -\ rv »s. ... _■ _ • _ »%, f s _ 

ff^a^RiTR TTrrraTB sncrTnrng' srerT^TTfr strtTcI 1 

pm Iw—wwnnw * *** * mw mm» m*m ********* * «— mm m* ■ ■ ■■■ ww***** " *^^***^^ ... . . .—w ... — ■■-■ »- “ * 

ar% snn #a;ftnn. 1’ ( 5. tf. u*^ v T ) % g£snf^—‘ 
g§r%nr. nfntnfentint?«BTdg;s®a 5 njin#w^nTq: ainr <rfts:?nn \ n 
ira-qTfagT ^nnnfnwt srrer ^fnfn %j%fn 

tt srt mnfi [?] <rt^Tntn%i Mwi nfisun ( to ) nmi^nrawr- 
nrgFengr $fafn=r3r(69b) nsRa^fs&fnwrnri fqg% r (55. n. 31 g.) n*F?rann- 
nrorngnssrwte^ ecf^rcjrfn# sF?r*rra%Tfnc%T fnifsniT ^fn.^rennlnn^i 
jje%rar ng% 1 fo%ntficn-( frokntan*-) ^^F#r»f ^sfa 
aateinrnr spawn 1 —nfa fnm«T nmgr m q^^nraron: 1 

a?%fa ^nma^ u w( smnrwrai. fenrnr [?r-] m^sfa 
nmsn fns'mcnift. sren^n^rgr *Brn#a?# fanranT, ngn«r yi*N% 
% a frqfo r ?fa wisre, <l%Fa n fnf^n nnm fnf^^nTTO#n nnfna 

nnnmf nrn% 1 srt^%gnfnr—«n^<w(WFo*ivNn*r 


3 2 firs^isritfa tr^ nit n^rnT 

515% f?n% 1 nf&arn'V ^s°nr 1 

33 ‘gMtrl’fn m q. g«r% its: i 





<n 


flsR nip? srr 3?ftT3?!Tfi[ 1 
3 ?# ctsja?’ ra 5f3<3:i ii'S^ii (nr h ri^) 



og 5??^: 1 3^5? ^ 1 

3TOT— 

se^^F^rwirr » 

cfroFnRTC55T ^T«T 5?T5fS? n ^ 0 T% ^ H'SRlI 


srarre 5sf*% stt 5 bi=% 11 ifsr^r (xm 
?rg«T) msf ?$>’ srer'faj 1 ^rttrc«fa*ni<g 1 

%^r ^ist s *g>?mfqr 3 sraincsfa^flmi 

^ffl^fa ??«?? 5IT 3 ct?% 5^5RI^^%cWTf«R?r: isr. I J?Tf*5T- 

1 HffqTWP^rft^ <fiT p*l ST *WF 3 t I ??5ffS- 

mf sg^sfq- sssfs 11 m (70a) t?tP 5 TOPH*ito ?fst <r^(«S)- 

^ awTaftrW tgfifa l?? 5 ffn:: ^55?%^ 1 sp$j ws?f 
ogRTOWra ^iwsf sgi^sfa «r 4 ?np?^ f^ftfiu 

5 rafa%, s«nssrefar ^^<3513 frsf? sfdfas t^r, s^t^sitrst 

wat» < fc«rs%%^M gonprfa 

%t s^nsr-’ ( 5 . *r. v )» 

®rp#% ss^ ^Vftcraun cTR^rrwrt 

^frwt tROT ^ITOT «RII ^ ( gfa )-Sfl 3TR*? *f W^tRT 5 sift 

3 [ st‘ 3 ^d^c^#s4: 1 fggfqsg *STHT *T%: sgfffa?mST 

SRisf^ii 1 srer “f^s^sT^T^qT^s^f^g^c^g, cr^Rrmi’Cwsfsrffi^- 
^TO%g^fiTc53fr^?rfl>s^fq. 1 S5%r ^^r^5s% ais^wr- 

^ir^S^c^TWfTSSlfs *g- I *1^ ft Sff %sf%3. S’lSTRWS^jqti^ q-fqcfs^, 

m fwn^a#r wrssf!?si 1 gs?Tfe^lTi^f®q% <arf? ‘fs^’ftj 



^ 5*5 3 srre: 


•m 


$31 rRjjiy^n 

3T#f?f SeJ%; I 

513 ^WlT ^g igr srrf— 

^r^TTR?cicgT#^ ^ fl UTOt I 

craTTt to *srr: i to *jfrcsj si ^ ^¥Ttrrr 

1 mwci'W'I'M i H?iffTOT<’^T-'sH 1 k^^to-to- 

wu^'sDi^^f^src^ 5 * srfsft ^t: i msreroi- 

tott: 1 TOftfa f^flTmivn^f^TfTtf^nf^i tott^ 


( 70 b) TOlf%fe§TOff% 3 fTTO^ to %f?fi?T5^rff;5T^fiTcgP3;?” ( 5 4 \%^t 

s ) tot, stt^to totortotoi TOT$<?TOTOrer<^ fafirac^rtfim?? ?ro j ttto, 

TOTf? to^tt TO^Rf$^rFTO*n =g 5#f TO n8i'qgfaisg?- 

sriassroV sRr s?iTftar?l toItosttstoI s^TOr^TOffrorwRiTOt' tot 
1 to fc fqOTqirq^%ft<T?tTgt^^TT?^ ^q4 ^ga ^( % 
f%s^^i^i<:«ji^i faTOFssr#* Rr^Rr TO^fq top? q?dRr, 

H *rr^?, tot qj^tenf? ^iRi5iR^Tf¥t33i^:sj?r%qTfi^Tf^ 1 jrlrr'RiT^Rr 
‘qRrot sqj q^sn?fr =? totoRt 1 

t^rfrof^raroaro' |t %?t, TO^^TO^sr^sroii^s 1 ^:, JsrotRRl 5 
srs?*rf|5TOit g>, st%%tot 5T?=ct, s*mrfiRTO tp» * (?. sf. \% ?*) to: ?tst- 
s^tai^ETs^R^Tf—?Rr 1 s?ro^TOm*TJrefs*rirRr:. to sn?- 
s^Rr^RRn ^Rprotor-^ia) tototottottoRt 5tf*3Rn tott?- 
#5P5*T«CT^4tSTO$TOra TO> CRT *ITO% I f^TOiwf —1 

TO *TOrf *STT*: TO^RrSqP^SfTOB STpN; qH^'TOfTOTSSc+HTO I ^RjR: I 
TO TO#TOi WJ^NcVl^JTT^S-cl^ri wf|WT?5 % Rr TOfTO 

RrftsrRr» to crto?^? tot ( «r- m \i* f ) srcrorotf'i^jteT 
5^4^%3Rt4^Rt Rttot f.?r Rnpqi^TOtwr: • ??Rf fafrosm^in wtt- 
5^1 qqroRfJftJrT^RRf f^fro w Rrt- » TOl^Rmwif^r ‘to: ^ 
TOl *Rtt'£C5 TOITOTO^Tf 5 ( *?• 3JT. 5tT- ) ^TtST wRjtotoi 


wawsrar 


_ __- - - _, T , f\ _ , w - r r ' 7 \ *y . - T - T — rn rl T:TTr rrVr \ JT J-A-,- 

i cf?rrra w^t^t^itsst^h^t 
^ qrr *imi i ^^^sotcst g 

WTT^TRW^ ^ *53 ■*i^<4d I 

gr^srrcsi:— 

o 


S_«V 


5ctt. gRR*R tpr §RR*lmfa iRreraflfsnlt 3wremf R Rf *a RT R-Rtsjrrf- 
RRTRRRRfcRT §;Rf f^frfe RRfa rtrirrrr ( 2 )-RTR#faRcRTf§rf%R- 
R^td^rarf^Rr ^ftRTRRRufRRrRsrarRjfe qq Rf%RtRr% ?rr«rr <rwr r *micr- 

*R fMTR^Mr^cftRl §R%RTiTc%RTgg*feR RHTfRR: TOTT^RTcRT RwitR- 
mK- R«T?R» t tJRR^Sfr I g WTO^iqMR ^ fd^tlR R^WRRRTRT- 
STR'( 711 >) cRR I *JiTC ffa fRRRP?*RR *STresrfeR RRTRTRt RRRsr fcp>%R I 
RgWfR^Rf^rRiJ^Rr RRWRT^RRfRRTrfeRRlRTRT 'HST^RfRRtf ife ^ i 
%5T^: Rfsra: ftr > ajgpferfewrJ r RfMfetRrR%rciRT Mr:, feerRr- 

RTRfegRRTRR ff?T I Rt^ RR RRRT *2fTKSR fRRTR:, Rfa^ 3 fRRTR 

I fRRTRTg^ R SRTgRrRSRfRRTfdirt I RRSRR^Rcf- 
R'=RRTTRR^IRR# ^nfeife* fWR f£R t*I TR: qf^R^RTg’ R RTfR^ f¥ 

SR^TR ?f% I R*rrft ft^^RRmwSlRRR: [ R#B ] £RR ?RR MlftWRH 
fwRf, fatw^R^R f%R, rrwr* MM, RCTfT^WRSqffRR, 
Rfsrg^rRfRfMfRfR ifer i [ f?«r' ] grR^rife^r ( Rife-) grit^rrt^r- 

^R R3%?TRRR)KRT I R#prrRTR^qpRRRfeiR?RR: R^RjfelRT I Rft^RRIRR- 
ifefehffMT I RTRR%^fer^%RW^: I 3 RTRT c RTRRTRR* : RRt RRTRRi" 

%RT I ^nfelR^RI^RRRt Mr I fe5RR^R?Rf|[RcRTR5RtsfR feife: « 

9 

gRR^RRt ^RRTSgR|ST«J (72 a) JRFRt f|M gf% R*RffRRfetf*RT 3 RTRRP. 

Riferefar r#$ RRmrerfeifer t^R^rft'^RjRiM^rMrRiRr^ wnfeT«CTRiR- 
RlISRnfeiferRIRr RRRrRR-RT: gfRf^RlIMTRrmfeWRT M^RTRSTTRSfelfg- 



=gg*$ 3 §rrr 


113 

i g 5 %r ^rftsrN sg#:R 

^msstiFrrsfo «rc<ft sTOret («r. w. ?. \n s? ) i 
<rsr 

a ^n- ^mk 

*T5J TPT^ I luf Tn^TTOT 5RR S I 

^ gg > * q ftegg r g rr a g sr srm: *f sr sftgra ii^ii 

sra f|cft^r c TO^T’%T^^T tSWlfc 

^^ ft tr T ^TSqr: I 


giqiggigr fgqggq i %grg5 : #?qqfrr%gT%q gFpgqf^qi* 1%qgT% ffrcgfgcq 
^fir^rri; set *ioi%fg 34 1 $«f gsNsqlgnf—3T*f«5$ifrfg i 

ggg?rfiii£3t qm ^ gwpRftfa <r stFrg?r sram: q^rngtigi 

?sn? g^^RT ffcT i “gg qirsqfq^ft «rfg:, q&rsw g q^gTOsagfa g 

fqfsrsqiqggqqqu ^ *4 q^sregcf wm^rctwro 

«=#”-( g. 4. s ) f&rracr qf^fa «7frrasr%fg » g% 

g%scfi[^pTTT?rfrjft' ^itorssfq^PrfiificqTfiTa^r n-^qr i 

*7^7 fg^TgrWrfq—wsr fgq^qTgqqtqTfFraqT wwn grfggcqTf?<ftqqq 

«•» 

qq 5tw> agft gfgqr qgTwFs-tfgcqrq. i %g gFgrcaTqgt $ fir^rrRr^Wr qrfT^ 

'N* 



^rg&r g#g sgfgcRTBggqft gigterq; tw-g. mg i ^1#% g %q$r- 
qwqqssq^qagi'sfq' g tfaggqsg^qsrajg^rrfsrg: \ 

^t^irt:, gqr^ggsqiRgi fgfqqgrKfgfTiRT %r ‘q#’‘sq<’ 
ssnfqgi fgfgsr: 1 gqrX^qtTT^sfq gj?qgT 5 i%iRift g 

%qqqiqrg (gq^qgq^q; \ wTqsgqggggq>r%%g gf^j^ngriggr 
qTfqjfg%g g^Fftcreiw ‘^qtsqif rcg>n% glsgrawfiff 1 
qjgr^g gR% a*gg qfqjg qr’fgfg gcjgT% g^fggqsqsfgqR^ 

*X « 

sarafsprog gigr^qg. SHtaTgfTftanwr ggqqf?*rg $fg g 

cs 

mcRfsgqfqgT gwrsrg. aiggiftcterfa g gqrfgg: fgspg:» qgfipqirq 

r% ggr^grafo jf> 


gggra agtq% t 





^TSPffiRTS 


m 

sagH H gre i ^hsrfNr snwr sr^fsr antir gkiwi i 

«n § =FTOTsrr fnga*Ef*ci ifttfn 

(nr. q. (*) %• «.'»'?) 

^ fng^^Rftfn i 

srrarwf srrfNi^f swr: i 

ci^T g ssrct ii'SHn 

srar srarh i re sT 5H* % i nm nr— 

3 ^ gr^crnn m&i fmnTwi% 

hh f hhth 3^ht sp snra i 

^pelfcr srf^rtfacrr af a s rare aT H T f h^trht 
iftt: sfcr f^[ ft ng ^ snoif^J «rteif?r ii^ii (h. w ) 
sm f| ntn: sreRT^rnwi 3 'tRht hto% i mnT^nf 

q^srarnpi^sf^ n Ifeimm n cnf^TT|n% i 

nrf% ^n if?T5ng , nc?H i ^%srf?r-( 72b ) ^ansm stwt 

mfo 3*nfa nkrcnq. 1 n s^nrm fagsrfNr « s^nraM- 

n%?RT^r ffnts*ra<iW ^qnrfocfT^mnRfofn 9i|^roi.f<r to'Rt^- 
fire g g nrssj ngfanffr f^r^f^rtf^R^sn^n^rrH * sraronfa 1 *rafa 

ft*TTfr%€#njrnfsrB7%ft^iF nfsrersnfqr % foment n?T fwftr^r 
%?nfr qr^frr^nr# nsrf5?r asp 7?rt# nf?*l1% 

s^rfna ^rra^^jft ’cni^wftrns ntsfa <t^ nta% wfa sraisra 1 

BTORtliMift I «*<wnft'rat><K - ara®i 5 -MSr^ ' *>(^* 11 . 

sn^snn^mfsrcf ^TTrnftn^ wi, I as^nnRT$«rT^.ass[. t f^jf^rfk^n^- 
nrc<prerr<i. sR^wferar $rfr?i fct^rgfiR. 1 ^ •$* srrfsiTOFft ^fafromT- 

nra? 5 rs% ?r 3 13 fasrpn: n*at ftsrafflg^nn^fn fkaq. 1 H%nr- 


fgsRrwr: to sflsmFfara ff^r a^spfTOro^Rr tosrr q§ 3 RRf (73a) 

1 n %to" n?T^n4qwr^i»n%q fonrotar- 

o 

q'ftc g ^TfWI 7 ^* TO*ff%—HHT %f% I g^T SRTfc I WH sft^dlfafa 

'wmi ( c fT. $n*n??) %fh affirms 1 nror ^qRsr^i^nra. 1 





jfiflfs ^i^f^zffcr^Hqf^ fiwTra :jq «for \t&s\\ 

®rar *ftqnfoi?q sqq-Rj^ i 

wm ?TR?fm^i?? f^rrrcT sr^nm: 1 1*941 
qrrf^rg^T^TfsR^q g^STOT f^T ?raf% t 

smr q grragqTfacr *ra>q%jnf srrrr%fa?r 
qTcftS^TT^55qh%q iq^m'oifq^^ra^rqfa: | 
srnsrc gq ^tfmqqfiici: ^cusf^i %?ngsn 
^s^irWqsqf^q^' ^shra % snrcigg ii^ii 
srar q^gsn ^q^qqftrrm ^T??TTS*ftfs'?re g ‘srgjrT’q^itej 

5?R?I% | 

^qrraiifTgs^^Wrqtrra^r i 
crfirg gn f qg^ ifT S S^qi g q q gqT cpsn neon 35 

qrsq?rfppt fgfqq. i a^w «i i qta i 

wfoTT^T^lfacRt: qw=q<f 

^Ts^^uwswqtwrs^fi?;. i 3m flfaoftq^fq—wqwra^fqq: t gf%7- 
ft^nfq i g%. qn^atorNtsfa i gfrijqtnqsqrqRTqfq I qq^Fcr ?i% 3 $snq- 
qRr i sera: [srmqj qftaq i fspn 1?%%— spm- 

fqqfNraiqT ^firaiqi qq sq^q^Fqrtqifcg^Tqqqten ^q^TSWi^wnta^q- 
wq i ^m4w;p;q ^q.^qfqa^r^q srqwsnsu;. qqaqiRq> qm — 
^TRrfqcqtfq I arf*^ qff^qsr i sqfg^?:: q:» swtewsqftfqtf 

^raq i q^afgqri^fq^rraqT'rqm aTqg^^l^qqTf^f q$g qteret i 
qr?r-.qwrfq?q =qr?q arrq^q t (73 b) cT^srrataTfq g%i to*rt. 1 
qra q^^fqqtqsr g.qr* gqgwfiqsr ^s?#T^q|^qi£qqiqiclq 

qgre^qqfqq ft ^ qgre qqTvqT £ sq^ 1 


35 spjitq srgrq: qiss i qrfq^gfacqf^g^Tqrsfjnrsi J^fawqqkqqf 
sqqrret ?qq% 1 






11 $ 


fsRWrft singer 

f^s?pEra*CT gf%j‘ iraTSf^T iftq^^q^T \x\\\ 

( fa. g *i')Xi’v'i, ) 


SM ^rT^cTf^Tfq TqqTq^’^^'^T- 

\ *& sr'a#*' “gra’q^ft^ aiGroMfc i 

grot^Tssnqsjor^T eRira* sq^nw^j^n^ i 

q^r qtt ?rw Tgqrarr q^r^g’q ?gnrq 



3TW 



r' F r_ 



_- _____ .T V . ..Q., „Q r . ,,*N ^ __«V k 

g? ^ *mrp*r sura 3?gtr to^t^it^sst i 
?3T oiq^an §ot? qspr qffSRjt M<i^|« 

( 0 T *T ( 2 ) ^ S£<? ) 

m ^%oi cqqrs^i ggq ^j qfS^prn t<jt ?kt 5r Tsrrasrf frfg 
ra^m%?sftcq ^rs^rfe^i q§ ^iqsawrsft mw& i 

^Tfs 55%3WTCTRTfent 3Tf qiq I 

qq«3ff f%3? § 01 ? gsiurcst* n^n 

( *TT. q (?) % S.€.^ ) 


—^roi^T 7T%;, ^SJoftsgfJSR: I q%SWSWiIW t 3 TcR 
l wsrfar *tqiqn*rcrjf qR^qsspg?^ i *b«w^g^ 1 % 
fqdqrafR. i srw q?i^g% cq^^i^rTrf?^r«j^5r7?an^T[rq] i ‘gi:’- 
c^rf?—gqgimsr»Ttsfwr jwt% srr#?^ ^twraw; i ?f?r qsjqq: ^r 
Mitfg it asfawpnmcr srsr^H i srqrqw f*rrc*Eqqqq#r 

’em l»niTOqfta?vf srata% i <rt terorr%%fir [ <r?$T?q ] *r«qfojr 
«isra9i ^$*ot?t43t i ^a^fs^^sranfrd w rrf^Rnfif-—? f ^5 
^q^rrg win i qqys^ilqq *sd1% a^FW^ ffsrwww n 

^ 4 



3 §rw. <n vs 

sn* eregm frrrcRra^ xnrsn q frf^rq <^t^i- 

qrrf?pr ?ra 5rra%sq*taq^q #f%TST%qw ?t% ‘gsTarcsi’q^irter 
3*3 qqjRq?* | 

f^cf^rd^rTsqq^RWT £% ^i^i! cprsrcT% i 
f^% fnqafcr 33 srr 3 33 sqrafj^^r ikh 

*m gqq^n: qx^qxf^cT sifq srw?rfr% ‘sqraqrc’- 

_.»v -»v ^ ^ 

q^m^fT ratra; i 

qTfejfrfT fq g3t ^qq^feqqor fisiqflT \ 

qoi^s^qrcn fq^srif m 3R5f % Clft H^Uj 

( m. q. (?) ^ «.«. * ) 

33 fqqpsuf^q^^nu^^IT^ir iRTsmpra q>iqjTH qsrrc?* 

sfa ‘m gra?’q^j)?q 3?g | 

Rf 5^Riq55 »n ■srrm^T qncssrsfstssnnreR'sn 1 

ctk mmfc 355 ’ qfgsi ^=cr ^sraqS: *t3? n<ssu 

(fq nr. #. nr. q. (*) k *.«.«* ) 

srq ^q%<rr g^wfa^qotq q«n %5r<mn sfissiqfr mm wr 

Tqc^fnfrrTfflmq: q>Tg€ts^far ‘3NTr?’q^qterr rwrrt 1 

•xg qifMNft femr qfi w w ro gte 1 

‘wnt fqq§»’ (<rr. \\\\*\) *f% fnqr# qmft %qf qwr ?$r4. 1 
qq«ftqqT^^qqrx%n xq^mrcnsirfq mra-(74<i) srrqf^iqicmKtr 1 mirT- 
smn t.w- «s# XRqq, gqmRqqqxq qtawT 1 fq%t?nrfq— sri% 
q£ qqfe smwqqft 1 ^ra &> 1 sqf^R* fasfomftsi 1 *mwr 
wfnqriqfn^fRTqr: 1 qferfq—uqnr#sfq gn. q^rq^fqfln 

WF* 1 fk^sjmf^ waw&r m 11 fkgsmmm ff <m*r 

qftfqqnfq srsrfm n gn. ^wrhrerefrfq 1 g#snfir—q gqqqqTnqrrr 

qf^sr^gwftrafmr^f. 1 cren- nqf qR|t xm- qqfq » 

^t| 







11* 



SR* tT I 

qrr gteraiOTwn qsrtercstfa sq gs sr«r iic^ii («n n. 01 »«0 
3I?f qqgqT *flftqi«l«»TlTft ST^nwg’Crf)^ 1 * *f clef Ilcf '®l% 5QTT^- 


qrft OiqTnTf qaTSUPCTTIT 3TfqTc*fatfc f¥%^TT I 
end fWTKsfr fgs? cT^t m ’eras? Iic^ll 

( nr n (?) I $.«.$ ) 

srq sregsrr ir re ^5 T q ^re q?q%q ! cw«npni^. qg^qsqq qftdnfq 
osrfcrbE: ‘m '’ q^irra:i 

qfqqfcft ^ncqrr" 1 fqqfeqq^orr rqsrtOT qi i 
^ ^rm q# ?t gT orgrfo ^siro srii raf^r iftoll (nr n % s.*«) 
t tq g^T^nr qi %gfq%q q q^sa t*sT qr^ qq qsgwsgfat 
q^Tsqr qs jJcferT qn%ra q*g ‘flrr^’q^qiq. i ®rar m — 
N t ^si gw mk qzj^r i 

qTC^?rra%qr ®r ®rwn ?p^H% qriqq fqfiwjf i.^t" 

( nr. q. % **<>) 


q'nq. %q<rra:, n tnr w ?% i orifcnifq—qqsfwqnTtn? 

§nn: ^?rnfn nw nn n^rq i $t ntoFnnnni qqfa^srnfa nnr?r u qq- 
«* 

q%:r qrqar, ipnm^n ?nfq$rs?ercqnn:, ajm^q^n rmre nn (w) ^srfen, 
q^qq^n qt^tqarnR * 3 fqfa^n qfnarnft i qrfferfq—nt% fngnn- 
qrft qfqqftwrr fnfsRrnr i ?rct fnqrfter qni^)nnrnr«ra $*r ^fnnq. u 
qinT# srrfqsrn nq q# i fafog-r nnTsswT n i 3 ^qniqftsfq#nqq, i 
(74b) nnrsn nqterer i^nsrswi at^pfqfn^nTfn^nniijg^ ?fn 
snfn^ t fqf <3 ?3iTfq—fnq^rar nf qf% pst f£n rrorarefsq 1 sr- 

v i 

Hr#r%nj nrcnr 3^ ?fn qrafnarr fnn; it f£t ns., fnqqs^r 's^qnnRqrr- 


36 ‘qcqpc’ ffn %qi*q*nfq^ nr. q. 3«r% qrs: 1 nr%n nft 

nraffq qfnnrfq 1 


^ 3*5 3 §TT€ 


1 U 

3 ^ WT ^ U lr i ^S|T 

gsragforfrara s^dqsrras^rrefa gffrqjT san f ^ ^ T ra*n srk ^tfer 
ffar wt f%f?cTcT ?r^ forara frrssrfefq, ^rrftffcrra^f arar, sri % 
sa?|f5N& srt’ fra s r^ q ^s^T^^q q^grr ereg i 

3n^Tf s? rafsorarawn^^sraorr ^ i 

1 | 3 T ra q wtefera qrgfsn sTfi wx gi fl^si i va\ 

( »IT. H. (?) S.=;V ) 

®rar ^KTs«rf%#rr f^T ^qwgf^wTs m ^qf rJ t ra ra#r- 

irraKfT graj* j=( smra^rr#?: 'qr^^fsrr’q f sr ^ Tfq: i ng ^ f ^ra q -g - 
^^snstf^qrara^q^firk: i «mFPn>T& g g#gf Tfrtg. i ?i^raf- 
^rawg^q-sg qgsrqrr^ h sracftra q^rei^fT; i 

sra^^r^fn%g; n«Rn 


?! %1 sftfira: q#Rf qn^rgrnra i 
Mr 3T *rff ^t t^: srrfoisft racnftsfft u^«n 

( a. ?n. w t. src ) 

^wRrTrfqrfwqfsj^r fsm^rafn:: i sftiiTf fsnfic—a^ciRT 

*np%q =q f*ratw5qqtai$*FT: st i wrsfqr wit* qR*r«rfff f^Rr m f^w u 

^rgrat qsraTsrmt *rff*r m, isc^r^rwTTsqqiq^f^imM, <rat ?st qqtenra 

fsra sqfcraissfif# t$ftf?r fqqf%?rsi qiwt^qqqlwrastre 

^RWJranrftqqt f^sr: sRfomn f^rr%<r: i gf^*f q-fsraTftraT: ms-n, 

qmsrai%5trrawf^r qfsraT ^1% wflf^fr*. i 

^1 

^*$?rfifijraT ^ ?Tf¥ ^ mrcT^sfqr fsn? sra^sq^ i 

sppd fwpwRfwrraTfc: I *r?wrc^ q*rr sres i ‘t^r 

^i^fr^cnT ^^^ gmagtfT^q^ai-TTf^^q fsqjlqrcq^qq- 


\j ffa spamret 5 tfr% gtesqs i 




’StSqSSBRI. 


?f?r %t srerem gsrfsrastaqtfM' sfrj^ i 
sqTT^ffre T%r% *jst: f^r sTTKraq; i 

iiVmi 

sm ^f> 5 [cnT¥r snssfisrTHm^^ i 

*> 

’gspn^n^wS ^g T^^ q ra g ulp t; 11^11 

( IT. ITF. m T. ) 

mRT tewrinoT^r ms Hft &rer r ^fa g ^ s ra u mre sre«ar 
i 3 ti% %^t qm ^ fgpr f gx;, wi <j 

« 5 ^i 38 tftS 3 Sf& 53 T: i srfq i 


q € S 3 ! T % *3 ^^ fir ^ cr * ^ T % f ^ TiTiTr ^-( « r . m. I ) 39 SRTiTrfqfa 
1 ^Frawf ittuw 1 'ijsFir ?RRr^PT^rmif^ 

cratsf ®n^qf?r irwf^^nfl'^ruRFi^ 1 suf^lfs^ftisnf^i sTr[^%?r] r?f- 

giTr^rr rto sriTq^r i srwrfaaTiftssreiw wpsurrc cr qfrfirsi' 


38 3 R s^?T5«r% tts* 1 

39 lJ R *3 mfwrftfir ^ irfuRsiT g*pfa- 

SRHTfeqjFcTR R^gcT*. nffagt ferfgftfw 

URS^T^ TTUmrq5TlTTT?r5F[f%fir ^ Hfe^siR^TT:’ 

aspq =q |%esi' sf^gr ’lOTterjrfeK a^rfTW^w: < 
#qq?3T r ^fq^w srairar ^rtow ^3RrtrfwT^fisiT)§ij^ 
qiffg: SPjfo SRPSTT^ TST%R%: sf3MT 31^ STfa^T I cfRfT- 

^nwqjt gfqqqWTiT'Tiw stsjrI' <$t q>«n ^?3rafJTra?raT sftfa 

?B#n^I 3 ITl?fflr | SR*#^ IJ-TT^ 5 RTCT f fa sfaT?#- 

5 [T?wr?%: sfecfar i fairpirer ipfa ^’cSTfa^giR ti^fit- 
”?«tt qT5ts^rr% qfcfag: i *r %qq;—^fcrarfairarq *rf^rfarg% 
^fgfWTTTTtrW i 



31!T€- 


HI 


srsfrf% i’ («r. m. qfh m i : ) ‘qfrar^ f% mPi^qT%<qfqg^t 

q*rr ^wrqqr ^W9T arq^qg^aFg g*pqn,’ («r. srr. vts. ?;) srIt f?qfg— 

gp*TT *TRfgtqrsr% W^sfS 5 qtegq*?qTqprc’ qTg<^qm^q%a^f|>%r- 

asr«ft *TM?TT! fwkgWMr t WT fit? 

piftsf afg 5 BTJi?fsrcr s^r ‘sifg g*% fagg gqqgiT qrqqg; 1 agqfg 

ares fm^grr gqfqgr tw l w fq«T qrfprerr 

g^ra w ?sn^qTq% ^T=aw% gigg^T q gsrqiq fq^T ^tnr'^imwg^-qpa 

arq^f^sTTfir gqfa ^Ti^T^TwfN-^T^'T^ssar^^fjT^nTm ^*^ 5 ?fg t (75b) 

W'qga^qprrsqiitqtq-^rcq^q ‘q?q’q^q 40 1 g qiggT agtq% \ q«n q 

qrgswqf g?qTfqwfq&wrfgi 1 gsr g*nfqg% wr 

qnqjgfr gr iwgfs%r(*) fgqjgfirgr fffcr 1 w#% 5 tfgggql %w f ^^gw fr- 

f* 11 f¥ srgw gnu faqi wqj(?) %^fT 5 iqg:?tTi 1 w'Bipq qtg? srw w# 

g*ncgtarrg 11 m ‘w^g’ ??jqsw qffaqrVfw-( aifar ?) qrft fwrfg- 

qssrar gqqgt i 41 gg qssg^ 1 

qgoqqqtt^ ( *nO ‘qgfsqg gqfgggr gf%|jffflrfg?rrctw 1 smifa- 

qqtagr**r^ *p:i 4 : gfirat fq^fV 11 [pq^rr] ‘^fg w| %f^g q afgw- 

•) 

ag^g qrragt 1 afjrgrfqqmqq^ft' fgl^gqrqgrai. it’ (*l^) pa- 

qtfqgqr qpqforq qi sqfgftiR. (^ 5 . *) srai?q% t gw qia^rfgg iq^Fa[q>]- 

a^TqqTfq|%a^ffaq?q^qftrf^ t gfq?«rg%{|aj^q^ft?reaq>idqrf?qiifq 

ftrfWPFWqf qrqgtfNrw gigTaa^g grc^qTfwfqsqfcfl^gl a^fgr 
q aaferrfq | 


40 


4 1 


'q^a’q^lfg %f*raqfgwTq’ q?a(v) asr^grq 1 ^ 
q^sq^qqr fqqfw^^fg: 1 

wgqqiwqqr^qT <-^1#% gfqfq #q% q gqigsr (?: w ) 

Igqslgr q q>nsqTgmg;J gf§$% qRfqgT 1 'sn-qr f^ngarcrl 

gwrfqgqsg, i apr ^qgr^ramc^ g^rniqisg gij^TwrR qfc&«t’fg 

qqjsqi^TT^ qfggTg: \ 3farctfssgqrfwj*ti #qq?tq^3rgrwiT' 

gqnqqjTwif fiwii sra 3 a*nm f^gfqw <jfaT^ =q 
qrefqqqlgt sng. i g q f^fqq^RWRgi^g: 1 








I 


era nm— 


ensrasra qraf^ifrasr sra? ii^ii 

(nr. w- m3 ; g. 1 °*) 

m ‘sraeft’ft sf 3 stem isnft 1 snrftsft ft wrasqmrft 

s?TRT^n^i Troraftrft i s«n m— 

&rra; ^rs^ra’rr^: crercsi trtwcj: 
ft 3 mftg q^lft graflRJTRn^sr STCcgsCRT: 1 
eira^srajcr qT ft cig a^ ^qffirarer ^wt 
snftfts ^cTsrormwOT^t 5wft ftftnrr m%: 11 V 11 


( $t. ■sr. %. ^ih ) 


sra ‘qr^Tjft’ft, w 3 srncmftfir 1 



*V/^ A A » — . 

RRT RT5T *PRTHT «tR^IT 5 Tn 33 R 5 J I 


(76a) wraKw* wrPisqsn^: w sratsra swspb#t 

fw%si% 5 fnfi%i ! 53 n 5 ?gTqiaiJraT^Rf wr^ki sreirerefirenf 
1 48 ?rw sffwssraTra$e%T %wr 1 <ra «rrf: sn1^?«6irfw 
Hfftcfir %#? 1 ft^i'rsre^ra sra^Rr. 1 era faster s^sra^w *wt 
5 C? fsnft 1 i 

<n#eikftfi«ra 9*jft 11 srer ?rte% craw 

srahr fcwrar'wcfw^rwff^n' irawcw ^^tercsra’t' *zsr reft t %< r * iyf 
swwft 1 s?%4*rr sNrrfteftwgwT fiRcfwiwfwcRPi^r 3srsfa surarawT » 
siwprei w*tt— qftr qsfarrft 1 qgwTwt 3TF<P* 3T5R5j[ «dh»J i 


42 m ^ 




c^% w itfut. » 


tilt 





^§4 gsmr. 


sift sift ftsft sttwr: jwras^T 
Sft sft mftsftn*rarf i wu 

3?^ ‘ftssft’ft ^msnTR?g ‘ftfftft ftq#srei ftr^sr 

ft^T ^rr g cram ‘tr* sictnfaTcrftcq iftsft i «i«rr stt— 

*jft qfiftspra: sn^ftra? 
ftnoirrr: srra: qa awT t^sRswTt i 43 
q ft^ rR' srf' ^ftici q ftci qsjssj^- 

ft^ll sfiftsl OTSOT^SIT H^ootl ( ST VS. ) 
sra ‘ftreiftr’ft «i g %*sicftft, cm ‘srnft’ sft ?r raiftra ?sift 

sj sraT^scWTsa sft, 'sjftr’ftft * g sjmftft q ft f ft^qswrc ' 
ft%%<aftft ftfiftqwftt sqirm i wq«srej *ror— 

iTTirreifft 14 »rft srerrfti oi®ncf|?' or s nw r ft t i 
oTTsrftsrrar q?oft m ftro ^rr wtm \\K°W\ 

(*ir. q. %. \*°*) 

si&q ffq (76b) ?m= 3 ii?T?Rq q qM qterq 1 qq arf^f^Hqrafqfftqr 

uwqr cT?[?f fossf qteft 1 fagrasrcsi q^rf^i qpsqftft sncq*i*icrcra1ac? sqtrqq» 
—®reoi' ^q^j? qt^feq>Tfq^T?r ?) S’sssrsrt: qtfsq- 

qsst^f^fcrqT fq^srT^ngdqr 1—ftqrqs^^tfftnqrc- 
qfcrar (cRt) ^(q>^rr)?qqTs:^q' sicfai% 1 %gft sjjfaresRlfSr 

cRnftsrftq sqqT+^fqgTsqg^wqsri’ftjfqasgsq 1 

siTWSiwftqTft—JmresTsftr sn$ ercrifa snrcftrfci sr srrarft 1 fTT*rfwnrr 
q#t ?ft% qi at viqifq n sm^Ts^scramsrTctT 1 m #nrifi? st 
JT qTq'^rft^qT^Tqsn^qr ^mqqqlfwsiTft^ 1 qssnsqjqff srteft, aT 
^isrre^T 5 *T*ffa*J:« snqmrei ^tnfiqqqqnftf1 


43 suftq;: qrc: 1 

44 ‘*iWTfr srfwr’sft %qs3r»nftct *it. *r. <pr% qrersg^ 1 ?r q qrc: 
3 Wcfaffafftfai at fgfgsr» 



wsqspBrer- 


‘crrafenorr’frrra sfit: i 

“umfon R 7 T % T ^ jrn: ®rrefte£’ (l<*) (*. # **• ^ ^ ) 

?f% q grg p g r i q^t ft sTfj^sgrwrnj^ srrercfsi sft irfqgra vrnrt- 

ersfrfo; i vm— 

am jjoiiinmTot ciTonpfrpJT cRH i 

crrn vrfmsrroT’ nl°%il 

(m. ?r. %. s.vo ) 

stw gq ro gn w ft iit wsper‘ stor!^ irte#» jwarepwi wr— 
^ %rt: snys*? %*- 

wrim »r ftw < #M *ffirarataq i 

ft; jp% ftiK’s^ «ra f?rf gsfTfcPCRn^wr- 
^rr ^rscft ftrei ^^nwdfMf ii*°«ii 

am srcrer: i <s#f%qT5 g i *im— 

Sfcri ■f’shsararr % ?n*Rrre#cft 

srrq: ftapfssrc: i 

% «fwwsK jsn q *P i »wrafa > rc^ >T*d « >in- 

^ ^V, JUK, #\ 

w ^3* ^ wssrrreRPtra tscsttj tost: u^>Mi 

«w ar’CTSKfliei srT«rTwrjm«il i stot— 

aspjfor i^nft —m q&rrc p irftqsw*., mmfHtsr&nt at 
smasnmrftrat snsraarfa» cn&fft^rft—t«n gmr- 

srfWRT ms!gg.wmr w am-i trr ^rfw^ i ; ?rc fOTJftffct 44 
srr m ( srra )mai^ u ( 77a) qpqifa 
aw® 1 ^ t srsaiten-ft t smr sriro 

fft— f sifT% ^ nwftqqt: Jmsfitow pmqsr’fjrfa (qr. ) ipqtqqt 


45 sr^rfcrcWcf #r. 1 sr^nsswrar amre ^qjpngtmfcfo 

^BaTsafiss^rtft w^q&rcijfoEr %>%- 
sjtftwm, srer 1 






srercTvgrfsr era i 

%%* g **n *srR*fs: n K°^ i 

5351 ^31: Hra^iRK^swr ’WJfcr 

__ a . 

S^ZT ^HT «R»I^flt3|fgTclT®R^IT I 

ewr^STO srafara wrotf ^ 

J ns t g^ s i 6 *^^rrereftf% 1 \o^\\ 

( m. *rr. 11^ ) 

gWngEWgfo ‘^’^ 7 cT%^ | 

»lfNfr3T?rfa: e^sr^rorfwi: 
ggp&*rM%ragwr*j’ sft g ^reran; i 
m% 5 rc* 3 q r g q firaig i ^inf^ 
f^RK? ^rs^ g gf ^ g qra ^ smi «r ii*©cii 

(»ir. *rr. «u^« ) 

g^ *F^*j!t!H- 1 fM ipq% fasftrairotcP^1 ttarft?aTfsr— 

g^faqr% sp% ‘<ror*K*r’w gfflmgtsvqfiggTlgq; ?ftr gw 
sn«rFV3 < s^Ftenf^:—sreg srsnro: i 'E^arnt ggir feaNf^RTfa : 1 
^ 535 f?n%—srfewitteKrr ^^qfw*Tgg*mf: 1 OT^rrfwgsr^- 
qf^faj, srafafg qi#?firg?nuf^?m%^(:agi^TfTa??R:%q gggq^n. 1 *reita- 
^R?aT^i ?ftw (^^) *rerctaw [ *§* ] ‘sri^’fg q^ gww% ; %q s%?h 
wsfaqsgqswmqf re wjreqsTfrgi^rwIwrcrfw grefafegg ?fg 
ftftfscgfafg gsr #>reT 1 sffptlf^fqwTiftRT gfctV- 
aga^Tf^^wfqsrawrswqtiSTJrt *reqftgq>Tggfw fqarfq #rere gtre% 1 
ggfa spnreNra: grgwsqtqrererg. q*WT qra%f%g^ifq^re[ gre$- 

9 

i^reag gtg^i faqigi (77 b) ffg srrf^fqqTgHT gfgq>re lgTf>wif^R% 

wqfregsfa g«n<ftf resrag? spg^gsn^fg qR^icftd 


46 ‘gfgggfat’ftfg sjtw: afwcfg: its: 1 




sra ‘sr’^sg^fl'TOJT^r i 

S*S wreasr ftsara * fa*_i 

ddT% m^F?i fir dTd^sprr* d ?ngfT?rr^?nfl[^fl5?rr^ ih®mi 
siw ggM aftfa d i^d^ i a ‘*st’ sra mra^i i 

rrata-rl gd^g htth: srrciT^f <ro- 

fld T ^Pdfa q 4 dTfif| qr S^fr d *rrdTrd 
aRitfe mdTd jr^u^R^Tonffd- 

dlt: Sfdfvp |lU°il 

( *t sr «) 

STdTHTTdrd gddhdfd JJOTmd wdTd-dTtddl^dfddRndT d 
tdf^fd, d df^% srfd tddTf^drei dd^Tdd:, flTJ d R'j 4 dT%q;dm- 
Wqragdld d rdflTdgdldTTOdTddl I 


|?dlfd—WSldddT qft^ddddd. I drd%dnf^sfd^dd 5 RdtlRT I %d ‘deft 
didt fddd^ ^srard dddT dl’fd (§• sr. ^dMv.fc) ^raftrfd Tdsrr* i q? gd?- 
dSdtssr (sn*^nd ) fjdtddRdra’ ddrcrdrfdfd f§[?ftddtf: i dfdf dwrfa» 
g f g dfd §ddfd dlddl% d—df f| on^rqm^fd € Efid dTdddtfd fdddftTCi 
( dnmreg) d^^f*rnfad#r qftffdd |fa fdtfdTdfrr- i <rfd? ‘d’ds^r 
3 ^qi 1 ^d mg >&r dm** jrRt fd^ddnfa dgdg^id^dterdf- 
W 5 (?t #S^r 15 rdT%B: WRt 3 d 3 d% I 

9 Td fddTdRt SdSRRd —3>dS%dTfd I fdfddlTfddr dFRFdd- 

fdddTd. #SfTddlfTdr" (ddTftdT ), TdBFdf|fd dt$tg>dT ddfdTPS# 
dW d ddrc &ftdd* ddddi «ndd>fagd ?f«ras i wraffRdd ‘d’ ?ftr dfsafdwiftr 
q^*d|.%d?T ddddt ddd.w%^pfedr qfldddgfddfdddfdd srtftd^l i 
ddT^ftcdTf? fdidcdi^: ssrrdrf^fsF^dj dFdfd*ddfdfd ( 78a ) igrertsdirc:, 
ddt dTd#?tw$dT¥dr f|«n afedT^dig; 1 dfds ‘fid’ ‘fd^di’ sfd d^d^d- 
fSRrdtfwfddT ‘dr’ d^?t g?dfTdf%drdtdT^dqtfddTdtd%d dfad: 5 t?*d% I 

d;w ddfq 5T*dT v ^rfdidd pdd^rar dt?d% d*rrfa ft#^drdrrdd- 

q^dFfiqd. ddd^did sndPdftfdTf <! d’ sfd fdPTTd#r?r 1 dfd' dT dTdr%B- 




3g4 3SW: 


13* 


srrsrrora ^w g g g wwi tfeft^ sr fea g ft o H gqqwi uutu 


373 ?rr^rar-s ! 
sfa, 
73^*733 




( 53 . fa: ) 
T 37 ^ 333 , ?ROR% |%, <S^T, 

qrr smsr 3 c% 47 srfef 

^ *73 57^35^ snmra 


f*R, sci«n%3 V *r®7T«ir 7ra;5i«i?r3T3 :1 ‘ 3 ’ srs<7*§ §353333 33 , 3*rrf3 

f33T39T f%3^33%: 33133337, 3^ 3f 5T?f3ac33I3<l %3'3?3T5PTtir ?f?T | 


3T77lOTtTf%c3Tf3—33T: WSTlf^fiTs I STOTTfafa €#3150 Wi;- 



5333% i ^ 5 rf®=ffe 3 p 3%3 %p?fsqr% 3 , gffrftfa 3^33*33371331 ^3- 
3«r^$333R3\ 33Tfir 3g?R%3 w7d3T^^€T*nwr3Tf7it3il3^rwH%5rg»!iPiqr* 
sTwf^fa 3g33%3 TnrHrftron 3 %3*r 33, §33133*3371^3- 
w$&t 335333, wrRrrf^r 3 r* 3 WT% 3 t=e% ^fwr«+> 7 iTtv- %»i if*n 3 T 3 
( 78 b) %§ tfl^HTss^fes’ tt^rwfqr f^T&crfiTfg * 753 % 1 


—ST^T^Tf^Kfg §33333 3 < 7 T«n 3 S» §§fa 
3§%’f3 (<rr. vim) to: i vrgftsr 0$] s373Tf3f§*. 7WRT4t4s<ft- 
§*3333*37 373337 s§srac 3 §f 333 Tir' 3 g 3$3 1 3 §Tf*§f% 3 T §*f§T 4§^37 3137- 

33 * * 353 %, g 355 * 3 cfT I 3 q §S 3 3 l 4§7 

331 % § 33 *T§ 3 * 5333 T 3 : SR 7 * 3 %, cRI*? 

WjraT ( SRRT ) 335?ft317:3rar53f%f3 5353%, 3f3% § 333333: 57T3T53fa1% I 
33 T 55 P 3 T 333 ( 3 T. imi«s ) ^f ~3 335 R 33 T (§§ 3 T)—§*fa«( 3 - 

3 T 333 f 3 TO' 3 c 33 5 R 7 *§%, §H* 3 T 731 § 33 § 3 & 71 lfa%f 7 r I TI^TO—Slflcl ^T- 



47 q^T ^T 3 f fg q ffg -‘3S73.3T 5C§f 
§JT<U 33 

$3^%§f §§3*3§3§[K3i%3 3TV333T 3 3T3Tfi[% !%*§• 3?3I* I 






qdhsRroi ssr^Rsr gqpgreq^re^r 
i ‘srf^'^is^Tr^ snr?§§ g re 5 >Tf 5 g t ^ *j#frfar;T- 

^[Twit ?ff <7f%r: i 

fl$ta ?fg i g*ng '^q?g^r*sggqg3;rft?af qm ssrfcg’ftfg gnw 18 ($r. ?r. 

%■ I. ^ni^) i 

3i%fw?Rr si?4*ft^ ^if^rfirir^ q'fg<?fg qcgfqcgq^fgf^qgqr^tsj i 
g*nff ‘gat (79a)gnf gTcq#’ 3 ig (q.sft. g:; «r. wt gt. 

•T^qq^ SRH^T Sf^TT: qqiW% ‘ifT[ fa ] qrWTfT qg^’fqfa 

( f. #. 4 $n» Z' ) f^r. SRRS^ ^JT^r^cf 3 g 5 T% I 

?^9t^ T 3^I^5r =W$c3JJTF??faf<tf^ra ?JTf goffer I itTd^tf^ 

5TI3^fe«rssfffiT?;fiT|[R?rf??RI^r^ft?F?r^T- 49 5P|fg: [TOJJS:] I w m- 
qgrf^qfa- ?TE q^, ?!Tgrg[qrfil%%Fc%T %TRI3¥rr^f%^RTW: ^RI^X- 
qjtafaqsqqRcqrg 1 qg v ffa?gr fag *ngT 5 qjfa%fa?teql fawwigw^fiRiftiR?: 
^ Wffas^fggsqqqTjfa gtsgqqgqq? wfafaqq' (sf.sn f.) ^pp g5g^gqq- 
’’SSW. qgf faqrqqsqq ^fqqtf^ qTg[^5qqfa<mr. fa>*§ *qqq. »rrfaq^ 
fagmfatfqfatq qqqqgr qrqcqiq., gfaqqm^: gf^fa^ql fagijtfaqfa- fWtfa 
B 4«%rcrf JF^r^^lcf q'm^^gcqiqgqsTRqgT^T^itStW^TtJW t£f fW- 
fafg^rcifafaq i 50 snsRsra g qg srero gqigtgu t («?. wr. 


48 sffagqq q?fagfafa ^...gsgqifacRrcq qyq ^BrfNrficfqr g^rfa 

•% 

gwfafi^cg^qg ?fg tfgfa^g gfagg«t%g qre: 1 

49 gfPrr qfinsqq^r ?fa faTgqqgi’q^g qrqfrgqqgqrcqaEq 
q**fag 1 g*n<fa grgqisqs sfaiifig. gq 5 | g fa^gsrarwreftfafg 1 spqgr 
g>gnfag*q^sq^*jqqfagq{ gifag: 1 

5 ° qnpjfar gqiqi?^q^f?qT Stfafarfa StRl^HOT 

^fg^qiq^gqls q T i ft ^g g ^H R 

*T*ns*rcqf faqfagr swrfgrsg ?gq t gg fa g q ng q ffaH^lqi- 

% 




=33*5 3WHJ5 


1U 

i.) a-w i cfirrPr aaFSsaiT, 

(79b ) q>$i 4 *?r?rrssaaa w ara srraw’. agfaffaaraTfaaaj^s^crct- 

f^fflKr [a] 1 g-a ^«rri<twT faarafsftfaRaFW- $aF^ft#qfa«Fa* 1 saift 

^Fr^Jjf^gqT %\ztft ^rsS’JRrqjfrqr ffatW^s 

sra ga 1 g^ra?FSFf^afa a>faaT aa?a faaaar *a*$a afaasafafa 
ateja ^a ^aTgga^a ?Rsit?Rff fa§a^ 1 aaaar a>rf<!taF§a a^ggi^ssn^ar 
50ft faaFiaaN ^fitiwI^Rrera:» 3 T«rr aFsf^Tsrsrffcri; gsa^rraft 
*Tf?aaraT gf aFatfaail asa^a gaalar acrnaiat a a%a faaFfs&aa- 
?fs s^rra aarfaasa >s?rFasa aa’ gwaarfaft wt- 

firei^r%TfTf^Rr aaigf^a a>aF atfarFT 1 aaF ar atari gia^maFga* aaa 
ca> %affr aaaaalaqg ?aar g? gwategafaft gsaagT gf gaK $rt aaRJarFa, 
^TFgaria 5 faggwrwFaaa aa‘ faaragraaifgcpR qa fg^ftt^nfFam 
w%f?r 1 traa:%afg fa^alaiaargi^ta ajfafg: a^Tataa wafafg apgg 1 

(80a) <rrf| a^fafa?ggTafa#?%q pBf%rc£ agtaag.! a%Tgi^a gajgt:’ 

( «f. fl. ^hv |: ) | f 5 C-(^ft)f% 3 H}f I 5 SR 3 TSf^rrsu%T aif^rT?I5WI% 

fq§fqg*ttfg (*a. srr. #. 2?) asaTssara- i gaT arsaaaraF^aTfaaiFssat 

gagjRTat a garaFaggggfgqtfaqf airrgqr ^Fatargia. aar g?aa: aRwrw- 
si^aT^Tf^afri^'j^ra^'TT^TW^^flfT ^sT^ 5 q%aaf^Rnf?Fpaw- 
qf^#a^FgtRrmira^r 4 ^' 5 jjF^af , rg , fpi t gfqqlg 5 F#Tr 
fafa qjgatjgqqaq, i ggFfa$rfta*ti%f 5 Taq wgferea afa^a ^afirfa 
fqqq. i aar agrTarearT gfgaFaTifgiR'fagrargaq aggaisraa 
qj^FnRTia^^fT^TWf)^^ naTraamqX’rt) 1 gw llfl^TltiraT^Tf' 
SFoarfag gg m assqg. 1 araf^t; ferfafg aFa faqgj 1 gar? gt%.—'ara%% 


€TlTF3T?Ff|j^?Fl<tfcaa Sfg?RT I a^Tf ‘RTEfRT fTR^RF^ a#^ 

atwan. 1 ^grfafaatggg ast gat g?rat- u” ?fg, ‘^fgggaj- 
ftaifgat ft ?.F3ag?q^^53^aF gaT’g ^ftggTgffa’fg a i gai 
gKsgar gaaf^gfafg a aqrfagTg.gaaj' aasgfqgfgg sgsrarsaratf: 

sO 

afRTRi %fg f aata fat*aag aRaRFagg 1 



1*0 





suTwnsrp i 

\m i 

ss&n flnsfri Iron i 

sr %sRj 3p? crl^q^T^rrt^r wir?c? hi^tt ^^fbsqsjTwr 


«m*fc3iw #? faqif iVffrer (^r. *i. mis.) gqi wssra^eRTs^r ^rat- 
<fa?mwt ffg w afg srmqpu “mu' it ifsnjjft” ffg 

(wr i ^) srofaprr. srerifl, iraifiTir. unit ( 8ob) p^qrrf, fam%- 
aiii, §nr?ns^r iffarfasriff i i<srr ^hewht^i fqwqiffiCTtite 
f#*i*«rfanKPrr iini-fift sfir. i ^1 TOrofafrct w fftr wt^hir:- 

^qr faqrsrlSiTfKrf^H ( >=q. Sir. HllS-'Ro f. ) q«n—I^HTIST €fs* 

Igtft %g*Tlt* ^qreqTqtq Ulfa If | %x' sqTg^^JT: fqqfl 

tf*ra#^isn:' w4 irg 11 ( wfir. ?r. v \°) 

%$ % wf??rat af% JiffTRrgTTO f^isitfij: 1 % ip* fqJsrrefiStaf 

^cr^ifeFwqjr if ^f sir ^ririimratiyfT: 1 n. q^rs^i: 

qsrtw^Tfwt' i^qY^Tpir «fe* fj%*, qjfq 

wts^* fq%i, q»«r%qrsirffiraTJr5qsrq; ic^iiirii^fsfi ifui^R i%Tfqr- 

irrfTPfisci 1 ?sf fs ^i^irii^qgrqTsfr 

sfspjRrfsTiir g*u gi: uifi, srarirreqTOqi^qpi ^tttocw^siqiiri. 

if wfi, sqi^'q^rr ifirfjRritwrfSt' tfer- 

1 a) ifq fwi'tRr s^iTCTm^T^^wfqr'^w^f^rcreq^ri^^riTf- 

iwretfiR^cn;: a^qrfii^T'sr^fr^qtr^Jrrgswcrf iwr: wfar- 
( «r. 3 T. 1 *g: 5 '=f. Str. it. sg. g: ) I 
Ht?(^i)^rr^isf3lTf5?T5ffq^:qr ; ^q^^7aq5fFcf^ip:'3rT 5 % ^nfwir ^isr- 
^r^rfeof tut ftfonritfro* 1 ‘«m xmfk r wfafai. mrfk ^nwrfi 

vwft s* f% wift ^i^rriT rniftir ntH^r' ( g, T . 

#. \ 11 %, vis) 1 





3133! 

%T3 flrfweN 5if^ 

wqrf^[^^<i^sr^Tt?iT 53 ^stt %% <5rgmfoT% ? 

5J5«3 { 3if 

gftg S« i %^y (t««Vh) ii««» 

-■ - _.. _ .- — ■-- '—I r -"'----' „r T ■■— — "' ' • ** 

cc^rmflr <^nfqj3$tft qwwra^ * ^ 

333133 wflr ; 33*?3fi>!j3T! qq?qqMgqjF5ftf3 ^ ssFqa$rcr$3qT 3r3R* 

$rfq ^qf%3i3afqsq33i^3a$T3§qT3qfTq' ^qqjjsq'rfijqr: i 

3$rf «pfr: si^Rr: ssru^T^m^ S$T?1^ I ^313^3^=33*31% ‘‘fq?w4i 
jj{rq !, -ff}<;gq’q r iq ‘ *JR^!T3[f®r , TI^ *b<.qjl*^l3Tf3 ^c^TI'CV 5 f3 ?3T ^WrattT 9 5 5I^ 

33fr3[3]^STfa$r (m°i) srensr 

^i^gt tf^is %%snf? i ^TSRfTC:, m (Sib) 
fipra; *$&, 33 c 3$ sfa > ww^^eqqiqr tq(terf3f3 3*rr 
fcum: \ ^ifir sygftt? immi [^ffrarenirt] q>& stct: <m, qsr, 

s*ta%s-1 [m] 3f«n 3 sfcmf^it qqtffa 

fa^^Rt 5 - I 3313*3%$: 3ff%0Sfq$^!I <33* *qfq5l$HT *3^3%felW : 

*3* ( hm ) i 331 % 3ff33sq 3W “3$qqr?3qqq3%$ifr3%q 33*3 
r 3$ aq n, ffrT53 * w, 3?q qqw i\\\ i $i«m ^p- 
qqq^qf ^ff^’ i 33 ‘^f^rsit wra’ f^nfq[ 3i] q^ 3*n^r 


51 3ft$Tf>3T ^tq^qjra - aiqtarqi ^qtfqfqqf Mtq-CpqTqhrT qq*j4dn i 33 
^qr ferqfafq 3 * 31 * 3 % i «rhW 3 Rtej awr%$#r 

fqst-gfe^q^ qtqqfqjm# S 33 T-» 33 ^ 313 : ‘WfafWfc* 

qqR[SSfq$ fafetf' 133*13’ ?f3 StulfdlS^f 

3Tqifqni3rf33T? i 33fq 3 fq^qrqrfqr«. 3 ^( 333 : (sEp?3 
jpj^q ^rfqfq f cwr) 3«rrfq 3 %33 wiffq£3ff33WR fqq3‘, 3ft*5 
f^^qfiqfqsH f^qT^qlqgd fa3$ff*riqafq 3i33tqf*rf3 f^rqrq 
3 *wssqT 3 't 3 nqr ^3 > 




^TTfFTc^rr \m srcsrrc ®r f%fq % 3fTfa?anT i 

mi srgtas srof \\W.\\ 

( *tt- «r- ^ «n ) 

s^nrg 5 i«T: sterfsRn T%?g^?t?^n^r»i^T 

s?n?;rt s*i 3 ff; |T% l 

%g?§r^wr swr 

enrarn sfterrcoT: srstt: i 

gg. 3W, ^ ^ g-ffaRgi ^T^pi^TT 

TifofgqT 3^ i ggtoq g 3 qg-(? ggrqq m *im) »}gg 

gf%g^iu tft ^fefl-TT «-'*>«•') wf^. gg yq, ^gqigg-Vv ^ 
q^rgg. qfferaT fgr °i\\%, gg- grysf^ gf^g'gfgJ^gss’tg 3?# 
%€rq^gRqg* yq°* (*}«•*) i’ 3 m gitsgmfg^ (qn)” i 

gpfcrarrf^ i qJifggggqTgaT q^gfag. gT^cim wggiga^TgsrTgrgT 

gtg qgratgt gg-(82a) g|gT i gy g g wt ggggigm^' wgr ^q^qgrs— 

grwg%$r gigqi §gq f%gfa % gfqjgT 1 $fgfg <r^ [ q«?Tgfk% ] 
^gq^gtql wggYggi gq# n grqr sgg% f^g snfpr fgggpggtgr 1 
^grggtggifgfg qggggg^fqf girgg^rgg U g^JtgqgsgtMg gNgrfg<g*if- 
?g^ ggfggg, grgg[Sfggg’f%gtTfg (gTg^ng«Tr^cgTfg) t 

%reR^TW%c J iTf^ 1 ggrr:, %qsr? qgggqifg# 


52 qsgg*g?ggt fggtf: jfcBrfgfgqgg^gisfq g q^glfg fg^ rf ifo mri 

* c| 

grftgrgqqigteTqr gt’agg^g gi^g iRft 1 gg jj^g^gi 

S» 

q^qsraragygggf^sg igqrg $9 rgggg-iigf gsqftq&g gqgrt%gt 
gg^g^ggggi^gfgfg p'gjgifgpggiifN 1 ggsggggqil qgigi^g 
gnfggg^g 1 

53 gftggggf qgqj^r ‘gqsqggqgigg-qqqggfg. gffggi^’fg 1 

g^gfi gfPfqq3qTgt|gi$qfqfg g ggRTgigqg qsis'grwiss^^gi 1 



^4 3 WW 

li ^T?frs% dr* et 

5 *&$ i it it srhor zm nu^ii 

(«r. srr. hii st) 

sm ‘f&stfar ‘^r t^ ^T’rom sn^dkssarar^pft: vitfku 

3Twif sts ^ ’gM^grT^mH^T^^Tg^TiTT ga 

qq*r* ^fq&qn i 5i - qq$% ^qqtfgqnmiqt qqfcqqtf%r qqr 
fqqlfrS qrrawi5( qr 3 )ftm: w,m g?§, mts? dT dt ss 
snferq qsfcfqqgqT i q&kp^cw ^qi|<lPraeTFafgq;Tqf8rPEfsqi^T. q 
5 qVgilqqtqfqfgfqi^iqT i qrg^ iqfrijjrsqiqgT qq i 

g«rnjt^'snfqfii^r qtfqTq'ifgsgqTq. i gtgr afg ftfkg. j&gifqsrq 3 

qngr TT^FTcftRr 1 sqgqq qqqjfareqT srcRTrsqfqfg fqqfqf^gr grcqragfqqtfq- 
<T?f'n:qT Jf^^qrfqgr fqqfqq^qfcjjqft' gfqqqsFvm gq,qqT^rcrqTqT? 1 it it 
%fq ^fkr ¥i%% (qit *.$ v^s) t pf ?q qqfqgpfo«gfq? t%srk: 

sqiPnq 5 i^mTq^?cr-( 82 b) fg^fgqT^q. 1 xtf 
areisnss^: aqi^rfq^crrssfirjmwqni. g qq 1 stqqte q*gr^q^w<T. 
w 1 qfq qr ‘ferer’qrsqt igifqfg^pmqfq^qq^Ji ^grfqqTTRqT- 
qgrscrfgTSfgqisq |fg fk*q%tfqt qgfs: \ TTJTtsdftrr twk ftrfqfgg- 
qnqfaqrfq (q)gqr ‘q^I^l’qqgrfqs^q TT 3 qiq*:gqqqTggtgTSg?TClfqfq: 
qmFqTTOms?OT 5 tcq]fq^Tqrra*-qf 3 fT 5 [T'( qi^rgn )gqfcg*g%fagqT 5 q>r 1 
'P^iJRq-qfq^fqqi^qi^Rg^TingHTT^q^qqqT gf*; \ qt f%%qj (qlsl%q) 
sq^%qT%# «tfq: g iqtq: gfd qmsiq ‘uq’gsq ^qrqr^sqjfqgqreq: 
qg^qqfq^qt (fqwqfyitfsraH fqsretwrcq wjsras 1 gtfsr^q qgraicnfg 
qq%$^qsq 5 wr$q wriqqrfw a Hrptfgftdl ^qsrqqrqqg^qj sqspKq’ 
gwqq^q qqisiq Tq*qfoWq^%q ^ ^q^qif^qqr^^q ggqfqqif^ug 
fqraqqftai%ngmtqftq<qr?r 1 q^q site* afg gfdsfg+qr qgm!t Stqr 
qqifqrs 1 


54 qjqrqqq^i %qt ?fg qf»sqq | q$r «ftHsqi^qT% ^ fq^Eqq^ | 





fft wrftfjnfot snjr ^ s§rw. n*n 

—‘wt ‘^Kt &R*ft % *nFPp’ (^ 3) pre •%’ ?ft q-gtnr 

srarftra: ?r¥?r^5[r( 8 3 a )W5iw- ^ ? >?t tim® g&sra* ft sTsraqr ^r^ir^q- 

i Tf’ ‘^m Y^pn pp r w ft.. 

*rcp? i ftft’srfo sringrro^tsw^ i ‘mY ift srpeft smft 

$tsfa ftpiftr ?r ^rftEgft ftgg sp spfai i ‘crm’ ?ft 

m^kRmqjw qtp-ifatsr pssft i ftsrifY ^rs^r ftgra^T^ftip^gwnp- 

HHcgq; i ‘swr’ftft giq^sfr * w*rfa* ^rrfcrare: sr^g^wwiercra sura 

•» ^ 

ftap to* fft *r*rei 3nsRTft?R ptfi* i *R§<i w qft srlpfspr 
5Rr pfspr <npgftrai, srpr *r ^ sfk^T^RT: i 5s ‘sift’sps^T 
*?3«r*n^^: i’ («r. m. at. 311$ ?• ) ‘wtYft acrar )pftfg<n3rrar ® 4 - 
FG^rwrwt# srepraft i 'ftprYft *?fapreraRPiT ft:$ftqr 
ps p- *5FTTPflfft®^3?l I ‘^^ra’faft 

*n3<rarcrS3t «ro fogs atpfa i »p% § ftrr ggsrftRrcr 

Tifr^i ^|%^r fore?^T srftpp-*mfa ^ciw^r faftrpcrai a 
5ar-(83b)?g^crT ! ?rft3^?rrqT- qrtcfr ^swrfti.^rft^Rra^ci^fiT'mft# 
*ww cra.f<M*ft wiift atfowjwrr^ qft %% f% g^^ipftft 
stere prr§: i ‘3 t?Y i ‘thi’ 

iiacfn?tft q# i wf^iswrfisrKr ‘ftf ftft’ft ftq^ft aa 
ftrgfrft^Tiiqrft%qffR5P^T|jr ^fwiiT aatsfa %r <m ftfaa- a giw- 

ares^fafow am fft i [*vNr] atfaa’ ftsft a$ft h§tt 

8>5fp^5ftT a ftitRara tl^ afaflmmTO3PPtPt P gwifftcft fanft- 


55 srraiat vm*&&pmsmrt wi < ^ ftefazm «r. w. 
^a^sgqaswrafrprcf asaft*ir<tBras%ir wrsaTaB; %giftci. 
sraftaTiat B«n#5<fa>rfBt wa^ mu l i 


•q^qgrrq: 

4 ^qqfqqqwtTf jj^gj Sq^qq ? 5 fftd«T* f»{^f(5 ffg qqjRq^ | 

‘qnf qnfq qqrqreq ^wprwr sif% sqsra?# ‘jrrqfj%Tq qirf 4 %q fc^qiwT 

# 3 # I ‘fq’s^ igq^Tf^qsqfPB: » q}CT- 

| ‘gt’ftfqqfqq^q 5Rf3 qr*qT5$q ?% sqsqlh’ («r. 

W* #* S ) qfqwWin 3r®t^f 3?jfl»J5f-(8^a) ©qfqfq%sj: pi$'- 

fwwrarrsf^Tgqrs^^^rt prgqsm prpnirrgqrssqTlq g#^- 
sqwqfl’^qifsq' v qfq: i q q qiqqrqlqr qqrqr qrr^qft^r^ql^qfquqiqq??^- 
q^firaqrsqcqfqfq »=qfq*n 5 f%i? 3 gqft^q^srq?qfiMrcifq'tqrj., pf qqrqf 
fqqf^qqisqcqrq i srqfcawfjfqqqr^qt f| «rfq*fqq%qqT ! 5 q ?fg sngp^, 
^rqgrf^j q^g °y£nfa?m.' qrsq srqfr#, q 3 sqfqqqfsq^qf^qjqq., ^retqifa 
^fi^Tqft^rrqrq t qgrrgjq%w *qfq:, qqrfa 3 gqrfojqsqsrqTfq 1 q«n 
*#• q^?w% (srqqp^rfqjr) qqr 4 qrqqrqtaq#qTfq*tq)-fq q^q*g#qjgrr- 
qqisgrfqr qqiqtaq# gqftjgsqsrqsq qifqT«4wq|3^%. g^ftffgTqwfq 
dq. 1 fMha=q sqwqsq gqjwrqwiqt fits# q 3 qrsf«r 

> ‘^rqqj’q^ 3 qt «rfq#q ^qsuqifqiq. *tes?qq i qq;sq 3 rf>Tgqlsreg 
t^q qts'qft^i^qf^q qqTqggsr q ^req fwTqTfqsStrcgqrsfqsq^Tq. 1 
qqT qr—^ qg^qrrqr qgqqqrwt^qq gtsfqqjqt % eqn%#?pctq5qqqqq- 
q^s qrqqqr qqt qm: 1 ti^tt (84b) fssnqqi^g qqgsRRrcqiffqisrcq fag* fir# 
gfqqtsq* qrqqg q qqr q^q^qrq^ qr: ( %. g. >f\\\ ) 11 qjg ‘w’^Tfqqr 
l«rqr qfvif1?reqrfq q^^Rwngqisqq^ qrq^ig$T%6gsrggT ‘srf- 
q^’qnfqqr gqr fqqsqqrptp wqqrqra$lqq*qqqrgcrrfq?q sqsq% \ ‘t*#’^- 
fqqr gicsrqmrfiqfts^q q ftfqqcqqtqqwfifftfg #3# »‘gts{qqiqt’-[fg] tr 
g*5rqrfqqrfq?g* q*r qq. qgr*q f&gfqfq ggmqfq 1 ‘qTqsqT q?q qt^r’ ?fg 
q^ql^lqqrigqiiCtsqqq^fq^rqsq^q;: 1 '*#’# gssrfq qqifqqqrgfqqlsq- 

qf^ftsfq 5 ftq[q]qMr^rqvqqj: wsqjmTqftra: g'sfj ?fg sqq% i ‘ftsngqft- 
fttqrlqqT qq ^ pt srsqrfirftfa sqqq% 1 ‘^nrraRq fqg’fqqrJtq #sftrc- 
#qq#fqqrftgrq»ipt fqqrlhqqrq qqrcrrtg qtsrtfqqfq: #sfq p ?f<r 
#a§1 ‘fqfqq 5 f-%q qtqtqq ?rqq 5# <3*n q^Tq^q ^rr«Jqfenqtfq- 
fqqtqqr qtqqfq 1 ‘q qq’^qqi^qT q a^q^qfirqf qr^qr ^Tfqqrq 



'sr 5 s?sw?r; 


afoifg gre aqi i g Rq i *i#: a$Ra% » lg ^Pjgwqcl- 

(853)^ gtawg^T (he af«m *ftr 1 <pcr ‘wf’OTfifawhr^fot*. 
q^Tsf' fsfcnqTfireTO*rr qmM'f*^ ^laWiaTf^ffpfa 

gfftjcqtj. 1 2 ptf)»jjt®jsprar =a iqgq, Mk «Nhfhwcfrra: 1 tessqsrarg- 

a^rc§ >jjNkq 1 ‘qiwfT 3 rw grar’ ^qg g$*j f'gfsr* 
f^%%jj 5 rTSfwR^TciTsfqr 1 ggggtsfq *r srawrara sfg 

g^sqkg gflqjgm. 1 

^^^ijcisw^wsfs^sri—Iwr gfgqsjfqgTqgfgr *rqRc-?n%UT t*r 
*r qjRpgUggqqrg'ft 1 wgggq^gq^i^giqqtTtsgqr 

^ gk g^gqf-g fqqqnfkrfcqq. qgrcr. n ( ^ m. % ?.\\ 2: ) ‘^qr’fnfg 
^^rearf*?: qftfggfafg gig 1 ‘q>qqwk$rg§fgr’f*MTRfqT q %q<!i*rc*ire gifq 
*? pqrcffq *efi($rhs i^ftfg agistfq gN^rd^qa^^rrs^fci^^HTsf^q- 
sgf'MT 1 ‘sth’ ^fg ggq^T^Rqirsqsrq; 1 ‘fqf^g’ o*Rr gm, 

wtqaffPRqpr fq?R gsacq^ft q qsfsrerer gqifqq f^fgaiqig: 1 qg^g 

‘gRstqgRfftg (85b) Jfa sqsq^, qgqiqnRsreg gmsgqqfrTg. 1 #rq'*Fg- 

*rksfq *rgrgr gqgqrgrq gf afg ^aTfaggagrargr^. srer<$g ‘ifg?- 
‘gT%’*rsgrvqr l^ggr #g^rMT^ksfq qtqggfggT% gfeif' qrcfNr *rqrgr fggi% 

<N 

gif^ggit gigtagf?g gift, gg*q?:s$q<???% qqqj5Rifg?$q 5 ^rqR^r?qi^ 1 
qfcf ‘irfw’snk qrfgq% ggT®gt «rfg. 1 ‘g’ ^fg q^gTgTgrwsqjg^Sr* 

g ^f^gg^ra^, gT’sg^g Rj^pg aiqi^g qRgkggrRU <?g 
W $gqa ^qgigrrfFgg^sgw^girq qrsg^qlgagwr agigrfegg’ ( «r. sit. 
$t* vu T -) ifa qgsksg ’jqfl'^qirqgr 1 ggggt. qwRq*$wg: stem u 


?fg gir^it^fqailqKft^HR^f^ qgsqa^rofq^% sire: uxii 



^q^qjTgrtqngTqgg^.qgrgrel' (ggfsqgjji^qfi;) g^gRftgH- 

SfgsrraferTTstfMtet. a?gts v ggf^q% qsn— 

surges I^Wrfqfg— 3 fqqT MqrqTqlpfqj l^rsqm’ g^UH. I 
‘sr^qf^q’ fgr'%’% (I. ^ 'sn n ^) s^mfiTqgTJnqicqiqtqr 
ftgr<tg fsrwqmc^TqRTf^q*?rfr i %qr gs§gt ?j^cfrqTqraTsqm- 
Iwr? i q^qrqqT^qrfqfg qq^ qmsrRt fgqsr* • 

q qq*gi5rf%qqTfq?gqs3 * sqrfqtgTgqTfq?l afgq^fgg^TqTgsgnfqqta- 
s^qg ^rapri? ajStfg i snsra^Tfi^ ?q agfa% q*giqgg%$ trq 
IpfiTfgg'qp g#i?i& i gggi ‘qwqf grfgg%r qq$g fggt jpjr’ ?fg i trg- 
^rfqTOTq^fqqcqagt^ ssFcWif s$fg i g§act gqqr I ^qr^(a) 

f gqgcpq^ i 

‘srMTrsf’ft^gfqqit^^ ‘grfg^’fg qggqqrgqfg—%PPI fgnfggT» 

Wj f3c«RT5^S fecspgsqg? - srqpqqfsJ, g^T fqq% 
g ff fgcq^Tfgqqfggpi: i gifggTf—srfgr^TOfgfg afgw fgg g 
fqqtf gngTfqq;' f^g' gTgi^gfqgqfggpJ: i trgg tgT%^ggiggT^u, 
agr? ^RqrRfa^ngre^ig^fg tsrftraggTggi^i gT snfg^fg q^r- 
gqg’ftfg grTTcffqfg i g(8b)g fgggqsguqjrnirq gcgraifg s?g> gtq-qgngt- 
gm WTf grgTfgfg gTfggrg;, ‘snfgsq^gi^gq^g qqi^ ffg gqTfqq>* [ggg. ] i 
srftl fcPCsqnfg. g%g %fh attgu fgH. i aqtagg^ qKqgcqiftqqq- 
fqgrg wr? sr^fa | ggsqqtgqfqr^gg g^fgggregqa^Mgpgdq^qT^ 

sqsj I^fq I 

wr^ra* sgsgqfirsnq fgqffg' gfqgi^w^#Tqtftc^r 

g^qi^gT? 5=r i ^q>srcq g ?gig? ^gr? gj i s^fcftfg—^ 
grgrgg%fg|s«f jgsggr sgTqrdsfgg^grqwwi < ?pg q^gTqndfqg- 
grwrs^fqtpj;. ?r?qqi grgrrajtffgclsq srsqgi sgTgTU?gqqqrqT^qqfqiqq^ 
gqq: i grfqrrqT gr^gjari: gwrsffg i g^qT^srrqqtgivqmwits^f 35sgs% afg 

qrgg ?fg ?re^ grr ^ot&grqgnpjq; t q*3*r’ gfg 

g?rg;, g sraT gw i gwr g^qwtf. gw 3 g^raa# sfg %g, q’sfs^g 



( ® ) 

i^nisSTrcn^s^ijcf afgargswra^f a*H?gFgL (^) afgaFga § gfw^B- 
a# ^ 3?at gfogta l aiaaT ^ ggt sqjqT^^SSjf HT 55^1 I 
afaf¥margf%ifraTgR ‘g;feg>SRaat3RF’fgfg i ^fe^gn 

JRtsrfra^RUr %f% fsRR I *3 ^WSRgW 341?% F^KaFfgaf^Ssanffl I 

srf mrara aggrs^rtfts^ saradfa i g>?rrg. gnfg stt^t 

fRr f^RT ?fg 3<|qtsaf f%3% g 3?bng5lfg I aq>5R- 

siwrarnfa gfansJsrFa g:ggfg TrwTaT srfa rf?r 1 sgradfg fgr%srgj- 
cST^Tfafa I SfegiWTqr ?TT?ftRlf^Wcl afg^* aatSRRf 

3^Tcl 1 %ar aiaacarglgr ggFsfg^g (9a) a ag'lfg^Rifg^g afgaFgwrF- 
^tFlcrr Tsfi%c%gggraE£ 53 ?fg i ggfa nirrgF aw gara airo^a agnfgg 
stasfac* ^rgrgglRasarard gr^gg g ^ogTtnwaFfa ar^aa# grg% :gs%; 
tf'vR srg ?r®g! gn^fgn; ggra 1 wRTf%% Igatf— 

5R 1 W'5R °afarg %g a? gg% o^f^reftuf^ g ff gFsaii s aa'<?Ri3., sra 

-aTTTd 3^33 %3| JJ 3 ftlrFRTTTd gsTTSSfeRPRag_ 

*R%a g’aarftfg e^rrd'Rct ggra 1 

f%RFgr3RF?jfe^grgjTg%^g aaterggiw f=pRr% ^ira^a ^f% 1 aateg- 
5JWr f?f?«TT ?JgF 3 | g^TTfR^WT ^gRtgRTF %f~3 fgfsR^T I 

<ro#? ^faR-R* arnj' ^fraorfgfg 55^31 stn^wi- 
S^TfRJTg^ sgrfdfa ^?cTT ffg I 5RTJ aiR^R ^'cnaRTRt'TT^I^a 
a-iTicqrsaig^ragta 1 aafag aFpaagHg:, $f?gg- 

afTO?g%?ggj f^risir grgggagtfgg i %f%tj afkgarai ^fgagaigR' 

?iwrar ggF?*gmTf i g?gg ^gfaigaggfg jftftfgr 1 «ftr aggfiggggr 
g*aggng?g*<f5ggT g^afa 1 »?ft fg gnpagfaFr^* srrarr safi^a M<r 
afifar a agF irgr fgF$tTat srrfggft aa ^asri^ffcgsgFartfg 
acagaga agairafafg afgargl^ g;ftfg 1 g^ l3aF|—3 ^rtf: 

sfasRftgRr arfgaag'tfgggg fafag. aataggRlgra. i gf| ^fe. a?FtJirFf 

3 %fg i 







3f3: 

W # 

3 T # 

srfir. $r 

Slfir: 3T 

53 x- m 
sr tj 
sr \ *n. 
m ^r. 

w *r *. 3 . 

^r 3- 

3 W' sr 

3 tt- =^r- 


JF 33 T 3 


3 rar#r: 


^ran'c^ispr 



^frrcanra* 



^srrffwnw 

5 RTWcTW[. 

„ ^rasfMV 



'd^d^d jfrn^^sRH. 

3 tFRT?f^ 3 H 


V.R.S.) 

(•t^^^reT^n: 3) 333. 1^* 
(33TT 3 ) 


(fawprc: s) 

(f3^3T*R VT 3') 


33 . f 

3J *r- 

3 TT. f% 

35 sr. 

33 q. 

$ ^ *r 

5XTT5T 

33 sr 3T. 3 . 


•n f 



33. ?r. $. f. 


y>M 




^t%3Tf33K34 (3T°33MT *1 JJ>) 

q^fcnrft 

^S33335^3-=13Tf335[frat3: (Har. Or. Set.) 


33 ^sRt 

«rwrRTfnjffiw3?* 

3ffra- (JI^fT^pRf^T) 

ftsfir (wt^T 3 ) 

■^r^'K^rtRi' 

_£ 

^Toqi^T 


^t wr. 



( » ) 


sfs 

ST. S. ST. 
ST. #. 

ST St. ST. 
ST. 3. ^t. 
ST St 

ST. *L 
1% S- 
?T* 

W • 3 * 

5. sr 

5. *T. 

#. ST. STT 

*sr. sr. 

5 T. 3 f. 

*rr. sr- 
*tt. *r I 
srr* 

^T* 

rs..... ._**l_ 

fsf. ST. 

#. 3 . 

§f. TT. 

?• %■ 

... „ . . . . ..f?V. 

3TT T3. 

5 - *. 

S. ST. 

ST. 3S$. 

I- S3. 

ST. 


SRRTS 

3rr^sfN;«nsK 

SIS'SSlSSlfsSR. 



STssiffarsT 

^RTsrgjftsR 

i^ftsss 


fSTlS^Sg 

fSRSWtSSSftSSJ 


fSTRRRJTR 

# 3 ?ST%TSS 

SSI3SRSS53Si%r 

33 S 3 i[t 

SlfTSSSt 

STfTSSSt 

S^T^S: 



SfcJSTOS. 

^f%STT 3 R 


SRSS^faSSq. 

flJtST 

SSPTTf^S. 



^■fsn^ssL 


sssrup*. 

(srfSS^fS JSSJSST. So) 

(SSfcR s') 

(ss^TIWSl) 

(ssfcT S) 

(ttssjrss^sh. ) 


(Bib Ind. edn.) 


(Jolly’s edn.) 


(gjsr? ssfs rRts s) 
(fssksTST s) 
(^RSsrrfssT) 

(ST?ft s) 


(f^rsfsg) 


(sfcRR S) 



( u < ) 


*• 

5 - sr. 
sr. 

*r. wr. 

«?. w %. 

«f. WT. #. 
«?• 5TT. 5ft. 
*. 5ETT. *r. 
JfT. 3TT. 

•TT- *TT. 
ifr. ?T. 

53TT. |f. 3T. 
^T. %. 

^TT. flf. 

^T* SJ* 

*qr. %. m. 
qf. ^r. 
qT. 

<rc. qn. 

I- • 5 : 
sr. wr. 

*T. *TT. 

WT. *T 
f- 

*T. q5T. 

*r. sr. 

¥TT. 33T. ST. 

*rr. ft. 


2 T»«r^TRT 


^nw>n 



^RT^«b# 5 RH 

sr. *^i^^rw5Tn 


qr^rFr^q; 



»!Pi$g>iF5rf%: 

wrrafajg: 







(^r®WMT 8. 3 ) 

I ( fNft ST 3 ) 

(TTTprrsr s) 


('SW.^rs^T, ^-x \w fMNr st $) 


(^Rrt s) 





WW'lRflRH. 

srrasrcs^ 

5 IOTW 5 H 

HW^T«IWfl5C.* 


( ^WRTT 3 X ) 
( mMTSt ) 


( q|wrn jg mw s) 

(<-N^lc=fifg*i) 

(sR« 9 ?PPra') 

( ‘BTSWTW 3: V ) 

( *et. m . ?f.) 



( 1V ) 


HfcT: 

*?. *rr. 

*i. *rr. 

jt *rpR. 

*ft =?. 
jit. *rr 
in. *f 

*ft. ^ 

€ ?r 
*t 

” ^ 
it 

it. *tt: 

,M cf* 
W~~ 

*. *T. 

Wl. 

JJ* 

TT. 

*T. WT. 

U* 


5 F^FTR 

3RfT*TT23^ 

3 TfT*TP^ 

. _ <\ »___ 


„ 

„ 3 rR^I 

*. cfr^t^rR^ 

wi^raci^ 

mw$ 






s. m. w* ^^T^r^rfR- 
,, ., „ 5T. ?n. fTRigTlSm 


5. sr. 
^r w. 

5 ft. 

3 . ST- 





(^wr^T i ) 


( srra^wr sr) 


.. \ 

mdsivtH.) 


( I. H Q. vol. v.) 


q ^rca R T 


( srfiRS^f W ) ( 5Rt2[T $ ) 

( SrnatJTRtT i ) 

( Cal. Or. J ). 

(dftsftsr) 

(fjcforcr) 

(snRwiRw #n^ft i) 



( Vl ) 


Sfs 

SP^FTRT 

ST- 

STfa^J^WH 

.f* V 

w-1* 

<? 

%•*!■• 


f . =E[. 

fWitcT^ 

?. 5T. 

ffmfaq; 

f ^T* 

i^pfanrsn^ 

?• fa. 

|. 3ST* W. 

l^fa^ 


.fa. „ I 

3:——SF«Hj[, 3?> 


N 


( ’OT^SMT ) 



ERRATA 


Page 

Line 

XXXV it 

10 

xlu 

20 

8 

(Fn )2 

10 

21 

M 

! 4 

28 

*4 

32 

(Fn )4 

37 

IO 

40 

2 5 

5 8 

5 

59 

24 

60 

22 

62 

2 5 

63 

(Fn )8 

63 

(Fn ) 9 

64 

*4 

64 

(Fn )5 

71 

1 5 

8 5 

15 


For 
sevatal 
nearer to 

ttcPfT 

3 *, «r 

q«rr 

[ 1 

(w I *rr) 

( ) 

( ^) 

3TfERR3T3. 

o¥R?fhr 

( 3 err ^ ) 

(’CT sr § I ) 

%rr 


Read 

several 

nearer to that of 

TJW 

JfWTsniyf 

*r 

W 

( ) 

( sr f *rr) 

[ 1 

( ^ ) 

^■Tf^rR^ra; 

o^r-+|43t{?4+l«| o 

( 3 IT ^ ) 

( W 3 T % ? ) 

wtotswtRrt 


90 7 




(I ft) 


(v ft ) 

% 3 TT 


20 







